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dered to be printed in the REcorp, as
follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it Is the
sense of the Congress that (1) if Communist
China is admitted to membership in the
United Nations or (2) if representatives of
the Communist regime in China are recog-
nized as the representatives of the Republic
of China in the United Nations, the Presi-
dent should recall the representatives of the
United States in the United Nations and
should take such steps as may be necessary
to effect the withdrawal of the United States
from membership in the United Nations and
all organs and agencies thereof.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the
desire of the Senator from California
that the resolutions be referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations, or that
they lie on the table?

Mr. ENOWLAND. I desire to have
the resolutions referred to the Commitiee
on Foreign Relations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

There being no objection, the resolu-
tions (S. Res. 112 and S. Con. Res. 29)
were received and referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED

As in executive session,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BurtLer of Maryland in the chair) laid
before the Senate a message from the
President of the United States submit-
ting the nomination of Owen Clarke, of
Washington, to be an Interstate Com-
merce Commissioner, vice William J.
Patterson, which was referred to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the
desire of the Senator from California
that the Executive Calendar be called at
this time?

Mr. KNOWLAND. Not at this time,
Mr. President.

RECESS

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate at this time, I move that
the Senate take a recess until fomorrow
at 12 o’clock noon.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5
o'clock and 34 minutes p. m.) the Senate
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednes-
day, May 20, 1953, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATION

Executive nomination received by the
Senate May 19 (legislative day of May
15), 1953:

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Owen Clarke, of Washington, to be an In-
terstate Commerce Commissioner for the re-
mainder of the term expiring December 31,
1959, vice William J. Patterson.
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TuespAay, May 19, 1953

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

Rev. Frank Ray Wilson, St. John’s
Church, Lafayette Square, Washington,
D. C., offered the following prayer:

O Gracious Father, worthy is it and
right for us to offer Thee praise and our
humble petition, Thou who art truly
God. ’

Look favorably, we beseech Thee, O
Lord, upon the people of this land whom
we have been appointed to serve.

Grant unto us in this House, espe-
@ially, that whereas in many things we
may be divided, we may be united in
heart and mind to bear the burdens laid
upon us.

Help us to respond to the call of our
country and the hopes of all men every-
where according to our several powers.
Put far from us all selfish indifference to
the needs of others. Pour upon us Thy
grace to fulfill our daily duties with sober
diligence. Keep us from all unchari-
tableness in word or deed, and enable us
by the patient prodding of Thy holy
spirit to do all things well, while protect-
ing us from every evil to which we may
be exposed.

And may we also ask that when the
day is done we may be able to say with
an honest and good heart we have sought
to de Thy will, O God, and glorified Thy
holy name. Through Jesus Christ our
Lord. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of
yesterday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of
his secretaries, who also informed the
House that on the following dates the
President approved and signed bills of
the House of the following titles:

On May 11, 1953:

H.R.720. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Muriel J. Shingler, doing business as Shin-
gler's Hatchery.

On May 13, 1953:

H. R. 1936. An act authorizing the accept-
ance, for purposes of Colonial National His-
torical Park, of school board land in ex-
change for park land, and for other purposes;
and

H.R.2936. An act authorizing the Secre-
tary of the Interior to convey certain lands
to the State of California for use as a fair-
ground by the 10-A District Agricultural
Association, California.

On May 14, 1953:

H. R.688. An act for the relief of Takako
Niina;

H. R. 884. An act for the relief of Stephanie
Marie Dorcey;

H.R.886. An act for the relief of Aspasia
Vezertzi;

H.R.955. An act for the relief of Paula
Akiyama;

H.R. 1186. An act for the relief of Astrid
Ingeborg Marquez;

H.R.1193. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Helga Josela Wiley;

H.R.1451. An act for the relief of Mrs.
James M. Tuten, Jr.;

H.R.1704. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Suga Umezaki;
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H.R. 1885. An act for the relief of Jack
Eamal Samhat;

H. R.2353. An act for the relief of Ema
Shelome Lawter; and

H. R.2624. An act for the relief of Paola
Boezi Langford.

On May 18, 1953:

H.R.731. An act for the relief of James
Renwick Moffett;

H.R.748. An act for the relief of Anne-
liese Else Hermine Ware (nee Neumann);

and
‘H.R.4004. An act to amend section 5210
of the Revised Statutes.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Ast, one of its clerks, announced that
the Senate had adopted the following
resolution (S. Res. 110):

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with
profound sorrow the announcement of the
death of Hon. MerLIN HuLL, late a Repre=
sentative from the State of Wisconsin.

Resolved, That a committee of two Sen=
ators be appointed by the Presiding Officer
of the Senate to join the committee ap-
pointed on the part of the House of Repre=
sentatives to attend the funeral of the de=
ceased Representative.

Resolved, That the Secretary communi-
cate these resolutions to the House of Rep=-
resentatives and transmit a copy thereof to
the family of the deceased.

Resolved, That as a further mark of re=-
spect to the memory of the deceased, the
SBenate, at the conclusion of its business
today, take a recess until 12 o'clock noon
tomorrow.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the amendment of the
House to a concurrent resolution of the
Senate of the following title:

8. Con. Res. 24. Concurrent resolution to
revise and reprint the pamphlet entitled
“Our American Government."

ELECTION TO COMMITTEE

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
privileged resolution (H. Res. 239) and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol=
lows:

Resolved, That WiLLiam M. Tuck, of Vir=
ginia, be, and he is hereby, elected a member
of the standing committee of the House of
Representatives on Post Office and Civil
Service,

The resolution was agreed to, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table. '

SELECT COMMITTEE ON SMALL
BUSINESS

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Select Committee
on Small Business may have permission
to sit during general debate in the House
today.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Colo-
rado?

There was no objection.

EDWARD EEATING
Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex=-
tend my remarks.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr, Speaker, I
wish to call the attention of the House
to an event of unusual significance which
occurred in Washington recently when a
former colleague was honored for out-
standing service in the newspaper field.
I refer to the retirement of Edward
Keating as editor and manager of Labor,
a national weekly newspaper owned and
edited by the railroad workers of
America, at which time Mr. Keating was
elected manager emeritus of this publi-
cation for life.

Mr. Keating was elected to Congress
while a resident of Pueblo, Cglo. I have
the honor to represent the congreéssional
district in Colorado that he so ably served
for three terms, during the period from
1913 to 1919. Before coming to Congress
Mr. Keating was engaged in newspaper
work in Colorado.

Soon after his retirement from Con-
gress, Ed Keating was employed as the
first editor and manager of the new na-
tional weekly to be known as Labor.
From the fall of 1919 until his retirement
in March of this year he directed the edi-
torial policies of this publication, which
each Member of Congress receives and
enjoys each week,

On the occasion of his retirement sev-
eral prominent railroad labor leaders
paid highly deserved tributes to Mr.
Keating for his long, efficient, and valu-
able service. Mr. Thomas C. Carroll,
president of the Brotherhood of Mainte-
nance of Way Employees, had this to
say in presenting the resolution which
bestowed upon him the title of manager
and editor emeritus for life:

To say that Ed Eeating has done a mag-
nificent jnb with our paper, Labor, is under-
stating the facts. I don't think there is a
man living who could have done a more
splendid job.

It would be impossible to place a monetary
value on the good will our paper has brought
to the railway workers of this country. Asa
matter of fact, it may be truthfully said that
the work of our newspaper, Labor, has
profited all the workers of the North Ameri-
can Continent.

Ed EKeating and our paper, Labor, have
contributed tremendously to many, many
campaigns of importance to our boys—the
Railway Labor Act, the Railroad Retirement

Act, the union-shop amendment, to mention
only three.

The following tribute to Mr. Keating
was paid by Mr. George M. Harrison,
grand president of the Brotherhood of
Railway Clerks, who said:

I appreciate this occasion when I can pay
tribute to you, Ed Eeating, for a long and
valuable period of great service to your fel-
lowmen, and particularly to the railroad
workers as the editor of our great news-
paper, Labor.

As I look back over the more than 30
years you have spent with Labor and en-
deavor to recount the blessings which have
come to the members of these organizations
which own Labor, I feel it is almost impos-
sible to put in words the progress the workers
in the railroad industry have made.

A large measure of that progress is in-
directly traceable to the influence our news-
paper has had on public thinking, and par-
ticularly its influence on Members of the
Federal Congress, who on many occasions
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had the power of decision on legislation -

which sometimes amounted to life and death
for these organizations.

And I think you, Ed Keating, must look
back with great satisfaction over this long
period of service. You have given of your
time and your talents to improve the lot of
the average man.,

You have helped countless millions of
men and women and children whom you
have never seen. Through their labor un-
ions they enjoy a better standard of living
and thus enjoy a fuller measure of those
things they participated in creating.

Mr. D. B. Robertson, president of the
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and
Enginemen, paid the following tribute
to Mr, Keating:

I have known Ed Keating through all the
years he has pilloted Labor. We have been
intimate friends and comrades in arms, All
of the members of our brotherhood have re-
ceived Labor for many years,

Through all that time Ed Eeating has been
a tower of strength for all of us in the ranks
of railroad labor. He has built up Labor to
a position of unrivaled prestige and influ-
ence. Under his guldance Labor has been a
strong right arm for our brotherhood and
all rail unions in their many hard battles
for higher wages, better condifions, protec-
tive legislatlion, and innumerable other vital
objectives.

Labor stands as an imperishable monu-
ment to the genius and devotion of Ed Eeat-
ing. We all owe a great debt to him,

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that every
Member of this House joins me in con-
gratulating our former colleague, Ed
Keating, of Colorado, on his brilliant
record in the newspaper field, and for
the contribution he has made not only to
the railroad brotherhoods but to the
cause of organized labor. It gives me
great pleasure to extend our very best
wishes to Mr. Keating, and to his devoted
wife, on the occasion of his retirement.
We wish both of them good health and
much happiness for many years to come.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetis
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House today for 15 minutes,
following any special orders heretofore
entered.

CONSENT CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Consent Cal-
endar day. The Clerk will call the first
bill on the Consent Calendar.

TRANSPORTATION TO VETERANS'
ADMINISTRATION INSTALLATIONS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1730)
to provide for furnishing transportation
in Government-owned automotive wve-
hicles for employees of the Veterans' Ad-
ministration at field stations in the ab-
sence of adequate public or private trans-
portation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, it is my understand-
ing that the Committee on Veterans' Af-
fairs has prepared an amendment setting
a termination date on this proposed legis-
lation. In accordance with that under-
standing I withdraw my reservation of
objection.

May 19

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That the Administrator
of Veterans' Affairs, whenever he finds such
action to be necessary for the efficient con-
duct of the affairs of the Veterans’ Admin-
istration, and under such regulations as he
may prescribe, is authorized to utilize auto-
motive equipment of the Veterans' Admini-
stration, to transport its employees between
field stations and mnearest adequate public
transportation at such reasonable rates of
fare for the service furnished as he may es-
tablish. All moneys collected as fares from
such employees shall be accounted for and
shall be deposited in the Treasury of the
United States to the credit of miscellaneous
receipts. The authority herein granted the
Administrator of Veterans' Affairs shall be
exercised with respect to any station only
after determination by the Administrator
that existing private and other facilities are
not and cannot be rendered adequate by
other means, and that its exercise will result
in the most efficient method of supplying
transportation to the personnel concerned
and a proper utilization of transportation
facilities,

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, the present authority for the
furnishing of this type of transportation
expired on June 30, 1953, and by unani-
mous direction of the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs I offer an amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mrs. RoGers of
Massachusetts: On page 1, line 3, after the
word “That”, insert “until July 1, 1955.”

toThe committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to he engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

CONTINUE VETERANS' OFFICE IN
PHILIPPINES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3884)
to extend the authority of the Admin-
istrator of Veterans' Affairs to establish
and continue offices in the Republic of
the Philippines.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Speaker, this leg=
islation involves an expenditure of $1,-
640,000 annually and thus violates the
resolution of the objectors’ committee
relating to the consideration on the Con~
sent Calendar of bills involving the ex-
penditure of more than $1 million. It is
a good piece of legislation, but I think it
should be considered under suspension of
the rules or under a rule. Therefore, I
ask unanimous consent that the bill be
passed over without prejudice.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Re-
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman knows that that is what is
being paid now for the rental of these
buildings and facilities in the Philip-
pines. This involves no additional cost
to the Federal Government. Some fa-
cilities will have to be provided by the
State Department if the Veterans’ Ad-
ministration does not do that. I wonder
if, in order to facilitate the passage of
this bill in the House and get it over to
the Senate so it can be passed before
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Congress adjourns, the gentleman will
not reconsider his request.

Mr. TRIMBLE, I see the point
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts
makes. However, the objectors’ com-
mittee has a rule that if the bill involves
an amount in excess of $1 million we
shall ask that it be passed over without
prejudice. This violates that rule. I
think the bill should come up under a
suspension of the rules or under a rule.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
Then, Mr. Speaker, I suppose I shall
have to object to the gentleman’'s re-
quest that the bill be passed over without
prejudice, in order to get the bill off the
calendar and see if we cannot get it con-
sidered more quickly by rule or suspen-
sion, I object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. TRIMBLE. I object, Mr. Speaker.

OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE
FORMER LIGHTHOUSE SERVICE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1026)
to amend the Public Health Service Act
to provide medical, surgical, and dental
treatment and hospitalization for cer-
tain officers and employees of the former
Lighthouse Service.

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Colo-
rado?

There was no objection.

PORT CHICAGO, CALIF., CLAIMS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2696)
to provide a method of paying certain
unsettled claims for damages sustained
as a result of the explosions at Port Chi-
cago, Calif.,, on July 17, 1944, in the
amounts found to be due by the Secre-
tary of the Navy.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of
effecting the settlement of those claims
against the United States resulting from the
explosions which occurred at the naval am-
munition depot at Port Chicago, Callf., on
July 17, 1944, which have not been settled
by the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary
of the Treasury be, and he s hereby, author-
ized to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, in full settle-
ment of all such elaims, the respective sums

found to be due in the report of the Secretary-

of the Navy to Congress dated November 26,
1951, of claims which have been investigated
and recommended to be paid by a Board of
Investigation of the 12th Naval District
subsequent to Public Law 637, 80th Congress
(62 Stat. 889) : Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or de-
livered to or received by any agent or attor-
ney on account of services rendered in con-
nection with this claim, and the same shall
be unlawful, any contract to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any person violating the
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction there-
of shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000. 3

With the following eommittee amend-

ments:
Page 2, line 2, strike out “report” and in-
sert “reports.”
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Line 8, strike out *“of claims which have
been investigated and recommended to be
paid by a Board of Investigation of the 12th
Naval District subsequent to"” and insert “and
November 12, 1952, submitted pursuant to.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

COMPOSITION OF CERTAIN CLATMS
COMMISSIONS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4364)
to further amend the act of January 2,
1942, entitled “An act to provide for the
prompt settlement of claims for damages
occasioned by Army, Navy, and Marine
Corps forces in foreign countries,” rela-
tive to the composition of claims com-
missions.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section T of the
act of Congress of January 2, 1942 (ch. 645,
55 Stat. 880), as amended, is further amended
by deleting the words “In time of war” and
by capitalizing the next following word
“any."”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

AMENDING THE CHARTER OF THE
AMERICAN WAR MOTHERS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1434)
to amend the act of February 24, 1925,
incorporating the American War Moth-
ers. i

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 7 and 8
of the act entitled “An act to incorporate
the American War Mothers,” approved Feb-
ruary 24, 1925, as amended (36 U. 8. C,, secs.
97 and 98), are amended to read as follows:

“Sgc. 7. That the membership of American
War Mothers is limited to women, and no
woman shall be and become a member of this
corporation unless she is a citizen of the
United States and unless her son or sons or
daughter or daughters of her blood served in
the Armed Forces of the United States or of
its allies in World War I, World War II, the
Korean conflict, or any subsequent war or
conflict involving the United States, having
an honorable discharge from such service,
or being still in the service.

“Sec, 8. That this organization shall be
nonpolitical, nonsectarian, nonpartisan, and
nonprofit, and as an organization shall not
promote the candidacy of any person seeking
public office,”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon=
sider was laid on the table.

COPYRIGHTS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2747)
to amend title 17 of the United States
Code entitled “Copyright” with respect
to the day for taking action when the
last day for taking such action falls on
Saturday, Sunday, or a holiday.
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That title 17, United
States Code, is hereby amended by adding
at the end thereof a new section 216 to read
as follgws:

“§ 216. When the day for taking action falls
on Saturday, Sunday, or a holiday

“When the last day for making any deposit
or application, or for paying any fee, or for
delivering any -other material to the Copy-
right Office falls on Saturday, Sunday, or a
holiday within the District of Columbia,
such action may be taken on the next suc-
ceeding business day.”

Bec. 2. The table of contents of chapter 3
of title 17 of the United States Code is
amended by adding at the end thereof "“216.
When the day for taking action falls on Sat-
urday, Sunday, or a holiday.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon=-
sider was laid on the table. .

FILING OF CERTAIN CLAIMS UNDER
CONTRACT SETTLEMENT ACT OF
1944

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2566)
to amend the Contract Settlement Act of
1944 so as to establish a time limitation
upon the filing of certain claims there-
under.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 17 of the
Contract Settlement Act of 1944 is hereby
amended by adding at the end of subsection
(d) thereof the following: “No person shall
be entitled to recover compensation, to re-
ceive a settlement of any alleged obligation,
or to obtain the benefit of any amendment,
confirmation, ratification, or formalization
of any alleged contract or commitment under
the provisions of subsection (a), (b), (c), or
(d) of this section, unless such person shall,
on or before 90 days after the date of enact=-
ment of this sentence, have filed a claim
therefor with the contracting agency.”

Sec. 2. No liability shall accrue by reason
of the enactment of the first section of this
act which would not otherwise have accrued.

With the following committee amend-
ment: .

Page 1, line 11, strike out 90 days” and
insert 180 days.”

The committee
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

amendment was

ADMITTING THE STATE OF OHIO
INTO THE UNION

The Clerk called the joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 121) for admitting the State
of Ohio into the Union.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the joint
resolution?

Mr. LYLE. Reserving the right to ob-
jeet, Mr, Speaker, may I have an expla-
nation of this joint resolution? If Ohio
is not a member of the Union and we
have some illegal Members of the Sen-
ate and the House here, I should like to
know it. I would like to have an expla-
nation, actually, as to what this joint
resolution does.



5120

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. I am no
authority on this piece of legislation, but
I might advise the gentleman that it is
my understanding that the only purpose
of this joint resolution is to make fixed
and exact the date on which Ohjp en-
tered the Union. There is no question
that Ohio is in the Union.

Mr. LYLE. I see.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. There is
some little confusion as to the exact date.
This makes the date March 1, 1803.

Mr. LYLE. That clears it up some,
because, in view of some of the things
that have been said by the gentleman
from Ohio, I am sure if they were not
in the Union they would not want to
subject themselves to many of the things
they have been talking about.

I withdraw my reservation of the right
to object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the joint
resolution?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the joint resolution, as follows:

Whereas, in pursuance of an act of Con-
gress, passed on the 30th day of April, 1802,
entitled “An act to enable the people of the
eastern division of the territory northwest
of the river Ohio to form a constitution and
State government, and for the admission
of such State into the Union, on an equal
footing with the original States, and for
other purposes,” the people of the said ter-
ritory did, on the 29th day of November,
1802, by a convention called for that pur-
pose, form for themselves a constitution
and State government, which constitution
and State government, so formed is republi-
can, and in conformity to the principles of
the articles of compact between the original
States and the people and States in the ter-
ritory northwest of the river Ohlo, passed
on the 13th day of July, 1787: Therefore, be
it

Resolved, etc., That the State of Ohio,
shall be one, and is hereby declared to be
one, of the United States of America, and is
admitted into the Union on an equal foot-
ing with the original States, in all respects
whatever.

Sec. 2. This jolnt resolution shall take
effect as of March 1, 1803.

The joint resolution was ordered to be
engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

PROVIDING FOR PURCHASE OF PUB-
LIC LANDS FOR HOME AND OTHER
SITES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2512)
to amend the act entitled “An act to
provide for the purchase of public Iands
for home and other sites.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, re-
serving the right to objeect, will the Dele-
gate from Alaska answer a question
please with regard to this bill? I note
there are not up-to-date reports before
the committee on this bill. However,
similar bills passed the House in both the
80th and 81st Congresses. I wish to in-
quire of the gentleman whether or not
there were complete reports in the 80th
and 81st Congresses on the similar meas-
ure which passed the House,

Mr. BARTLETT. There were at that
time,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I
withdraw my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled
“An act to provide for the purchase of pub-
lic lands for home and other sites,” approved
June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 609), as amended by
the act approved July 14, 1945 (59 Stat. 467;
43 U. 8. C., sec. 682a), is amended to read
as follows:

“That the Secretary of the Interior, in his
discretion, is authorized to sell or lease to
any person or organization described in sec-
tion 3 of this act a tract of not exceeding
5 acres of any vacant, unreserved public
lands, public lands withdrawn by Executive
Orders Nos. 6910 of November 26, 1934, and
6964 of February 5, 1935, for classification,
or public lands withdrawn or reserved by the
SBecretary of the Interior for any purposes,
which the Secretary may classify as chiefly
valuable for residence, recreation, business,
or community site purposes, if he finds that
such sale or lease of the lands would not un-
reasonably interfere with the use of water
for grazing purposes nor unduly impair the
protection of watershed areas, in reasonably
compact form and under such rules and
regulations as he may prescribe, at a price
to be determined by him, for such use: Pro-
vided, That no land may be sold hereunder
unless it has been surveyed. No person or
organization shall be permitted to purchase
or lease more than one tract under the pro-
vision of this act, except upon a showing of
good faith ond reasons satisfactory to. the
Secretary.

“SEec. 2. No tract shall be sold for less than
the cost of making any survey necessary to
describe properly the land sold. Patents for
all tracts purchased under the provisions of
this act shall contain a reservation to the
United States of the oil, gas, and all other
mineral deposits, together with the right- to
prospect for, mine, and remove the same
under applicable law and such regulations
as the Secretary may prescribe.

.“Sec. 3. A lease may be issued or a sale
made under this act to any of the following:
(a) An individual who is a citizen of the
United States, or who has filed his declara-
tion of intention to become a citizen as re-
quired by the naturalization laws: (b) a
partnership or an association, each of the
members of which is a citizen of the United
States or has filed a declaration of intention
to become a citizen; (c) a corporation, in-
cluding nonprofit corporations, organized
under the laws of the United States, or of
any State or Territory thereof, and author-
ized to do business in the State or Territory
in which the land is located; (d) a State,
Territory, muniecipality, or other govern-
mental subdivision.

“SEC. 4. Any employee of the Department
of the Interior, stationed in Alaska, not-
withstanding such employment, may, in the
discretion of the Secretary, purchase or lease
under this act one tract for residence or
recreation purposes in the Territory of
Alaska.

“Sec. 5. The authority to lease lands under
this act shall extend to the revested Oregon
and California Rallroad and reconveyed Coos
Bay Wagon Road grant lands situated in the
State of Oregon and under the jurisdiction
of the Department of the Interior.”

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 3, line 17, following the word “resi-
dence”, add the following words: “or recre-
ation.”

The committee
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the

amendment was
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third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table,

PURCHASE OF AGRICULTURAL
COMMODITIES

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2312)
to repeal Public Law 820, 80th Congress
(62 Stat. 1098), entitled “An act to pro-
vide a revolving fund for the purchase
of agricultural commodities and raw
materials to be processed in occupied
areas and sold.”

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That Public Law 820,
80th Congress (62 Stat. 1098), enfitled “An
act to provide a revolving fund for the pur-
chase of agricultural commodities and raw
materials to be processed in occupied areas
and sold,” is hereby repealed.

8Ec. 2. This act shall take effect on June
30, 1953.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks at this point.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, this measure about to be re-
pealed is one which I sponsored in the
House of Representatives and is one
which has worked well. It is heartening
to watch the course of this type of legis-
lation and realize that much can be
done for American agriculture without
the cost of one single penny.

When we had hearings on this matter
we found that Europe and parts of Asia
were in real need of new materials such
as cotton from the United States. We
had available this material but we did
not feel that we should present it to
these conquered countries as a present
from the American taxpayer. As a re-
sult, we worked out this revolving fund
idea. Under the operation of this fund,
raw cotton was shipped to occupied areas
and was processed by local people, using
local labor and mill equipment. It was
then sold locally to needy people; and
they using current moneys available paid
the manufacturer and he in turn paid
our people for the cotton used. In this
manner, every one benefited from the
arrangement.

Under the terms of this bill, millions
of bales of southern cotton was thus sold
to foreign consumers who otherwise
would never have been able to obtain the
products needed by them. It has been
a successful operation.

TARRANT COUNTY WATER CON=-
TROL AND IMPROVEMENT DIS-
TRICT NO. 1

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2314)
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to convey to the Tarrant County Water
Control and Improvement District No. 1
certain parcels of land in exchange for
other lands and interests therein at the
former United States Marine Corps Air
Station, Eagle Mountain Lake, Tex.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, an
identical bill has already been passed by
the other body. Therefore, I ask unani-
mous consent for the present considera-
tion of the bill (S. 1525) to authorize the
Secretary of the Navy to convey to the
Tarrant County Water Control and Im-
provement District No. 1 certain parcels
of land in exchange for other lands and
interests therein at the former United
States Marine Corps Air Station, Eagle
Mountain Lake, Tex., an identical bill to
H. R. 2314 in lieu of said House bill.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objeciion io
the request of the gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, in consideration
of the conveyance to the United States of
America by the Tarrant County Water Con-
trol and Improvement Distriet No. 1, of fee
simple title to two certain parcels of land
and avigation easement rights in other
lands described in section 2 hereof, the Sec-
retary of the Navy is authorized to convey
to the said Tarrant County Water Control
and Improvement Distriet No. 1, all right,
title, and interest of the United States of
America in and to three parcels of land at
the former United States Marine Corps Air
Station, Eagle Mountain Lake, Tex., com-
prising an aggregate of two hundred twenty-
five and five one-hundredths acres, more or
less, and indicated as sections 1, 2, and 3 of
area D on Public Works Drawing No. 4847
approved February 10, 1950, a copy of which
is on file in the Navy Department, reserving
however, to the United States of America,
avigation easement rights and such other
rights in, to, and over said lands as the
Becretary of the Navy may deem proper.

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Navy is au-
thorized to accept the conveyance to the
United States of America by the said Tarrant
County Water Control and Improvement
District No. 1 of fee simple title to two par-
cels of land at the said former United States
Marine Corps Alr Station, Eagle Mountain
Lake, Tex., containing an aggregate area of
two hundred forty-four and thirty one-
hundredths acres, more or less, and indi-
cated as areas A and B on sald Public Works
drawing No. 4847, together with perpetual
avigation easement rights acceptable to the
Becretary of the Navy over other lands of
the said district lylng in the flight clearance
zone of the east-west runway of the said
air station.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

A similar bill, H. R. 2314, was laid on
the table.

FORT BELVOIR, VA.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2315)
to retrocede to the State of Virginia con-
current jurisdiction over certain high-
ways within Fort Belvoir, Va.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present congideration of the bill?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr, Speaker, a
similar situation exists with regard to
this bill. A Senate bill, S. 1549, which
is identical to the House bill, has already
been passed by the other body. There-
fore, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the
bill (S. 1549) to retrocede to the State
of Virginia concurrent jurisdiction over
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certain highways within Fort Belvoir,
Va., in lieu of the House bill.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Iowa?
There was no objection.
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby
granted to the State of Virginia a retroces-
slon of jurisdiction over portions of highways
described below within the Fort Belvoir
Military Reservation to the extent that all
laws of +he Btate and all laws of the United
States shall be applicable thereon and the
United States and the State shall exercise
concurrent jurisdiction thereover: United
States Highway No. 1 between the easterly
and westerly boundaries of the reservation,
Virginia Highway No. 617 from Accotink to
the northwesterly boundary of the reserva-
tion, Virginia Highway No. 618 between
United States Highway No. 1 and Virginia
Highway No. 613, Virginia Highway No. 613
from its intersection with Virginia Highway
No. 611 (also known as Telegraph Road) to
its intersectlon . with Virginia Highway No.
618, and over the following area: Beginning
at the intersection of the center lines of
Virginia Highway Nos. 613 and 617; thence
westerly at right angles to the center line
of Highway No. 617, four feet; thence north
forty degrees west two hundred thirty-two
and forty-seven one-hundredths feet to cen-
ter of bridge; thence north fifty degrees east
forty-four feet to a point in stream; thence
south forty degrees east one hundred eighty-
eight and forty-seven one-hundredths feet
to a point in Highway No. 613; thence south
five degrees west sixty-two and twenty-three
one-hundredths feet to point of beginning.
This legislation is to be effectivesonly as to
those portions of the highways and area
indicated herein over which the United
States has heretofore acquired exclusive
jurisdiction and shall not affect portions
of such highways and area, if any, over which
exclusive or concurrent jurisdiction is now
vested in the State of Virginia. The general
location of the numbered highways and the
bounded area are shown on a map desig-
nated: War Department, O. C. E., Construc-
tion Division, Real Estate, Fort Belvoir Lay-
out Map, approved September 22, 1944,
Drawing No. MAD 37, on file in the Office,
Chief of Engineers, Department of the Army.

Sec. 2. The retrocession of jurisdiction
provided for in section 1 of this act shall
take effect upon the acceptance thereof by
the Legislature of the State of Virginia.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

A similar House bill, H. R. 2315, was
laid on the table.

SUPPLIES AND SERVICES TO FOR-
EIGN NAVAL VESSELS

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 2317)
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to furnish certain supplies and services
to foreign vessels on a reimbursable
basis, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the
Senate bill, 8. 1524, which has been
already passed by the other body is iden-
tical to H. R. 2317. Therefore, I ask
unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (S. 1524) to author-
ize the Secretary of the Navy to furnisn
certain supplies and services to foreign
naval vessels on a reimbursable basis,
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and for other purposes, in lieu of the
House bill.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Iowa?
There was no objection.
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Navy, under such regulations as he may
prescribe, is authorized to furnish foreign
naval vessels at United States ports and naval
bases—

(1) routine port services such as pilotage,
tugs, garbage removal, line handling, and
utilities on a reimbursable basis without an
advance of funds when such routine port
services are furnished on a like basis to
United States naval vessels at ports and
naval bases of the country concerned;

(2) miscellaneous supplies such as fuel,
provisions, spare parts, and general stores on
a relmbursable basis without an advance of
funds when a prior agreement conferring
reciprocal rights on the United States and
covering the relmbursement therefor has
betan negotiated with the country concerned;
m .
(3) supplies and services such as over-
hauling, repairs, and alterations, including
the installation of equipment, when funds
to cover the estimated cost thereof have been
made available in advance.

Sec. 2. Payments for the supplies and serv=-
ices furnished pursuant to paragraphs (1)
and (2) of the first section of this act may
be credited to current appropriations so as
to be available for the same purposes as the
appropriation initially charged.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

A similar House bill, H, R. 2317, was
laid on the table.

JURISDICTION OVER CERTAIN
HIGHWAYS IN FORT SILL

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4554)
to retrocede to the State of Oklahoma
concurrent jurisdiction over the right-
of-way for United States Highways 62
and 277 within the Fort Sill Military
Reservation, Okla. :

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that an identical
Senate bill (S. 1641) which has already
passed the Senate, be considered in lieu
of the House bill,
bu’fne Clerk read the title of the Senate

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
1I:he ;‘equest. of the gentleman from
owa

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby
granted to the State of Oklahoma a retroces-
sion of jurisdiction over that part of the
Fort Sill Military Reservation for which per=
mission to use as a highway right-of-way for
United States Highways 62 and 277, 80 feet
in width, with necessary borrow pits, was
granted to the State of Oklahoma by the
Assistant Secretary of War by permit dated
October 13, 1932, This retrocession of juris=
diction is granted to the extent that all laws
of the State and all laws of the United States
shall be applicable within the entire area
included within the said permit and the
United States and the State shall exercise
concurrent jurisdiction thereover.
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Sec. 2. The retrocession of jurisdiction
granted shall be effective upon the accept-
ance thereof by the Legislature of the State
of Oklahoma. |

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

A similar House bill, H. R. 4554, was
laid on the table.

TO AMEND RECREATION ACT OF
JUNE 14, 1926

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1815)
to amend the Recreation Act of June 14,
1926, to include other public purposes
and to permit nonprofit organizations to
lease public lands for certain purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved
June 14, 1926 (44 Stat. 741; 43 U. 8. C., sec.
869), entitled “An act to authorize acquisi-
tion or use of public lands by States, coun=
ties, or municipalities for recreational pur-
poses,” is hereby amended to read as follows:

“sSegcrioN 1. (a) The Secretary of the In-
terior upon application filed by a duly quali-
fied applicant under section 2 of this act
may, in the manner prescribed by this act,
dispose of any public lands to a State, Ter-
ritory, county, municipality, or other State,
Territorial, or Federal instrumentality or
political subdivision for any public pur-
poses, or to a nonprofit corporation or non-
profit association for any recreational or any
public purpose consistent with its articles
of incorporation or other creating authority.
Before the land may be disposed of under
this act for a purpose other than a recrea-
tional purpose, it must be shown to the
satisfaction of the Secretary that the land
is to be used for an established or definitely
proposed project.

“(b) No more than 640 acres may be con-
veyed to any one grantee in any one calendar

ear.

e “(c) Where the lands have been with-
drawn in aid of a function of a Federal de-
partment or agency other than the Depart-
ment of the Interior, or of a State, Territory,
county, municipality, water district, or other
local governmental subdivision or agency,
the Secretary of the Interior may make dis-
posals under this act only with the consent
of such Federal department or agency, or of
such State, Territory, or local governmental
unit. Nothing in this act shall be con-
strued to apply to lands in any national
forest, national park, or national monu-
ment, or to any Indian lands, or lands set
aside or held for the use or benefit of Indlans,
including lands over which jurisdiction has
been transferred to the Department of the
Interior by Executive order for the use of
Indians. Nor shall any disposition be made
under this act for any use authorized under
any other law, except for a use authorized
under the act of June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 609;
43 U. 8. C., sec. 682a), as amended.

“Sgc. 2. The Secretary of the Interior may
after due conslderation as to the power
value of the land, whether or not with-
drawn therefor, (a) sell such land to the
State, Territory, county, or other State, Ter-
ritorial, or Federal instrumentality or politi-
cal subdivision in which the lands are sit-
uated, or to a nearby municipal corporation
in the same State or Territory, for the pur-
pose for which the land has been classified,
and conveyances of such land for historic-
monument purposes under this subsection
shall be made without monetary considera-
tion, while conveyances for any other pur-
pose under-this subsection shall be made
at 50 percent of the appraised value of the
property 'as determined: by the Secretary;
(b) lease such land to the State, Territory,
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county, or other State, Territorial, or Fed-
eral instrumentality or political subdivision
in which the lands are situated, or to a
nearby municipal corporation in the same
State or Territory, for the purpose for which

the land has been classified, at a reasonable

annual rental, for a period up to 20 years,
and, at the discretion of the Secretary, with
a privilege of renewal for a like period, or
(c) lease such land to a nonprofit corpora=
tion or nonprofit association at a reason-
able annual rental, for a period up to 20
years, and, at the discretion of the Secre-
tary, with a privilege of renewal for a like
period. Each patent or lease so issued shall
contain a reservation to the United States
of all mineral deposits in the lands con-
veyed or leased and of the right to mine and
remove the same, under applicable laws and
regulations to be established by the Secre-
tary. Each lease shall contain a provision
for its termination upon a finding by the
Secretary that the land has not been used
by the lessee for the purpose specified in
the lease for such period, not over b years,
as may be specified in the lease, or that such
land or any part thereof is being devoted to
another use.

“Sec. 3. Title to lands conveyed by the
Government under this act may not be
transferred by the grantee or its successor
except, with the consent of the Secretary
of the Interior, to a transferee which would
be a qualified grantee under section 2 (a)
and subject to the acreage limitation con-
tained in section 1 (b) of this act. A grantee
or its successor may not change the use
specified in the conveyance to another or
additional use except, with the consent of
the Secretary, to a use for which such grantee
or its successor could obtaln a conveyance
under this act. If at any time after the
lands are conveyed by the Government, the
grantee or its successor attempts to transfer
title to or control over these lands to an-
other or the lands are devoted to a use
other than that for which the lands were
conveyed, without the consent of the Secre-
tary, title to the lands shall revert to the
United States.

“Sec, 4. The Secretary may authorize
transfers of title or changes in use in ac-
cordance with the provisions of section 3 of
this act with respect to any patent hereto-
fore issued under any act upon application
by a patentee qualified to obtain a convey-
ance under section 2 (a) of this act.

“Sec. b. The act of September 30, 1890,
entitled ‘An act to authorize entry of the
public lands by incorporated cities and towns
for cemetery and park pur , and the
act of October 17, 1940, entitled ‘An act to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
sell or lease for park or recreational pur-
poses, and to sell for cemetery purposes,
certain public lands in Alaska,’ are hereby
repealed.”

With the following committee amend-
ments: E

Page 2, line 10, insert “The Secretary may
classify public lands in ‘Alaska for disposi-
tion under this act.
not be appropriated under any other public
land law unless the Secretary revises such
classification or authorizes the disposition
of an interest in the lands under other ap-
plicable law. If, within 18 months following
such classification, no application has been
filed for the purpose for which the lands
have been so classified, then the Secretary
shall restore such lands to appropriation
under the applicable public land laws.”

Page 3, line 24, strike out “at 50 percent
of the appraised wvalue of the property as
determined by the Secretary,” and insert “at
a price to be fixed by the Secretary of the
Interior through appraisal or otherwise,
after taking into consideration the purpose
for which the lands are to be used.”

Page 5, line 15, insert “The provisions of
this section, however, shall cease to be in

Lands so classified may_
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effect as to any lands patented under this
act 25 years after the issuance of patent for
such lands.”

Page 5, line 22, insert “if the Secretary,
pursuant to such an application, authorizes
such transfer or use, all reverter provisions
and other limitations on transfer or use un-
der this or any other act affecting the lands
involved, shall cease to be in effect 25 years
after the Secretary authorlzes the transfer
or use for a changed or additional purpose
under the provisions of this section.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

TRANSFER OF LAND IN JOHNSON
CITY, TENN.

The Clerk called the hill (H. R. 1561)
authorizing the transfer of certain
property of the Veterans' Administra-
tion in Johnson City, Tenn., to the State
of Tennessee.

The SPEAKER. Is their objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
this bill, and also calendar No. 72, which
involves the transfer of Federally owned
property to communities, without pur-
chase by the communities, seems to be a
new policy. -I wonder if somebody from
the committee might advise us as to
what the policy of the committee is in
recommending that Federal land he
given to communities for specific pur-
poses rather than having the communi-

-ties purchase the property from the Gov-

ernment.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. I yield to
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The
policy of the committee is that where
there is no objection to it we do. In this
instance, as I remember, the land from
Ohio was given over to the Veterans"
Administration.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. That is
Calendar No. 52.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. In the
case of the Johnson City property it is
my understanding this will transfer 30
acres of land that the Veterans’ Admin-
istration has control over, to the State
of Tennessee.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
That is correct. It is to be used for an
amusement park and the veterans would
receive a great deal of benefit from that.
It would be right next door.

Mr. EVINS. Mr., Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. I yield
to the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. EVINS. This matter, I may say
to the gentleman has had the full con-
sideration of the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs. The Veterans’ Administration
offers no objection to the approval of
this measure and the transferring of title
to this land. The tract sought to be
transferred is to be used for a recreation
park and also for the site of an armory.
Therefore, public purposes would be uti-
lized. In the event the tract is not de-
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veloped or used for this purpose, then it
would be returned to the Veterans' Ad-
ministration.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. The only
thing, I understand in other communi-
ties they will find need for a National
Guard building, for instance, and they
will go out and buy the property on
which to construct it. Here we have a
couple of instances at least where, in-
stead of going out and buying the prop-
erty, Federal property is given to them.

Mr. EVINS. My State of Tennessee
gave to the Federal Government a few
years ago some 33,000 acres of land for
use for an Air Force base. So there is
constant interchange of lands for pub-
lic purposes between the Federal Gov-
ernment and the States. This bill is
sponsored by the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. REecel, who represents the
JFirst District of Tennessee in which
Johnson City is situated. It is my in-
formation that a similar bill was pre-
viously passed in the House in another
session of Congress and, as I have indi-
cated, there is no objection by the Vet-
erans’ Administration. This land is to be
used for park and recreation purposes
and the veterans at that facility would
gain the advantage of its use.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. The gen-
tleman believes that in the case of these
transfers it should be the policy that
where the transfer is for the benefit, in
this case, of the Veterans’ Administra-
tion that it should be made?

Mr. EVINS. I would say to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin that the Vet-
erans’ Administration's interests are
protected by a provision that it may be
ceded back to the Federal Government
if it is not used for the purposes indi-
cated. -

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The
Board of Managers who had been man-
aging the Soldiers’ Home transferred it
to the Veterans' Administration. It was
a transfer from one Government agency
to andther. The gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Evins] was helpful in secur-
ing the passage of the bill. The Com-
mittee on Veterans' Affairs was unani-
mous in voting for this measure—as was
the Budget and the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration. s

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. Mr,
Speaker, I withdraw my objection.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator
of Veterans' Affairs be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized to transfer to the State of Tennessee
certain property of the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration situated in Johnson City, Tenn., and
described as follows:

Gommenclng at a polnt. located on the
northwest corner of the property which will
be known as corner numbered 1; thence
running south two degrees no minutes west
one thousand eight hundred fifty and eight-
tenths feet to corner numbered 2; thence
running south seventy-four degrees fifty-two
minutes east six hundred and sixty-nine
feet to corner numbered 3; thence running
north two degrees no minutes east two thou-
sand two hundred forty and three-tenths
feet to corner numbered 4; thence running
south seventy-three degrees twenty-five min-
utes west two hundred fifty-two and three-
tenths feet to corner numbered 5; thence
running south sixteen degrees thirty-five
minutes east twenty feet to corner numbered
6; thence running south seventy-three de-
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grees twenty-five minutes west four hundred
and thirty-four feet back to corner numbered
1, the origin point of this survey. This land
includes approximately thirty and fifty-eight
one-hundredths acres, and shall be conveyed
together with all buildings, improvements
thereon, and all appurtenances and utilities
belonging or appertaining thereto, and the
Administrator of Veterans' Affairs shall ex-
ecute and deliver in the name of the United
States in its behalf any and all contracts,
conveyances, or other instruments as may be
necessary to eflectuate the said transfer:
Provided further, That there shall be reserved
to the United States all minerals, including
oil and gas, in the lands authorized for
conveyance of this section.

Bec. 2. Such conveyance shall contain a
provision that said property shall be used
primarily for training of the National Guard
and for other military purposes, and that if
the State of Tennessee shall cease to use the
property so conveyed for the purposes in-
tended, then title thereto shall immediately
revert to the United States, and in addition,
all improvements made by the State of Ten-
nessee during its occupancy shall vest in the
United States without payment of compen-
sation therefor.

Sec. 3. Such conveyance shall contain the
further provision that whenever the Con-
gress of the United States shall declare a
state of war or other national emergency, or
the President declares a state of emergency
to exist, and upon the determination by the
Secretary of National Defense that the prop-
erty so conveyed is useful or necessary for
military, alr, or naval purposes, or in the
interest of national defense, the United
States shall have the right, without obliga-
tion to make payment of any kind, to reenter
upon the property and use the same or any
part thereof, including any and all improve-
ments made by the State of Tennessee for
the duration of such state of war or other
national emergency and upon the cessation
thereof plus 6 months sald property is to
revert to the State of Tennessee: Provided,
however, That the United States shall have
no obligation to restore the property in any
way.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

On page 1, beginning on line 7, strike out
down to and including line 13, on page 2, and
insert in lieu thereof the following:

“Approximately 30 acres of land compris-
ing the westerly portion of the Veterans'
Administration Center, the exact courses and
distances of the perimeter of which shall be
determined and approved by the Adminis-
trator of Veterans' Affairs. The State of
Tennessee shall pay the cost of surveys as
may be required by the Administrator of
Veterans' Affairs in determining the required
legal description. The land.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the tible.

TRANSFER OF LAND TO CINCINNATI,
OHIO

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4730)
to provide for the conveyance by the
United States to the city of Cincinnati,
Ohio, of certain lands formerly owned
by that city.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Administrator
of Veterans' Affairs is authorized and di-
rected to convey to the city of Cincinnati,
Ohio, all right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to the following-
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described lots which were conveyed by the
city of Cincinnati to the Government of the
United States without monetary considera-
tion by deed dated March 14, 1049: Situate
in section 14, township 3, fractional range
2, State of Ohlo, county of Hamilton, city
of Cincinnati, and being all of lots num-
bered 159 and 178 of the Erkenbrecker Im-
provement Co.’s third subdivision as recorded
in plat book 13, page 42, of the Hamilton
County recorder’'s office.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, after line 3, Insert a new section,
as follows:

“SEc. 2. Such conveyance shall contain a
provision that sald property shall be used
primarily for the purpose of providing a
vehicular entrance to a playground area on a
contiguous tract .of land, and that, if the
city of Cincinnati, Ohio shall cease to use
the property so conveyed for the purposes
intended, then title thereto shall immedi-
ately revert to the United States, and, in
addition, all improvements made by the city
of Cincinnati, Ohio, during its occupancy
shall vest in the United States without pay-
ment of compensation therefor: Provided,
That there shall be reserved to the United
States all minerals, including oil and gas,
in the lands authorized for conveyance by
section 1.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon=-
sider was laid on the table.

PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2456)
to amend the act of October 11, 1951,
authorizing the President to proclaim
regulations for preventing collisions at
sea, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be 1t enacted, ete., That rule 9 (e) of sec=
tion 6 of the act of October 11, 1951 (65 Stat.
406), is amended by striking out the word
“traveling” in the first line and inserting in
lieu thereof the word “trawling.”

SEc. 2. Rule 11 (c¢) of section 6 of the act
of October 11, 1851 (65 Stat. 406), is amended
by striling out the word “been” in the sece
ond line and inserting in lieu thereof the
word “be.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon=
sider was laid on the table.

INSPECTION OF PLANTS, BOOKS,
AND RECORDS OF DEFENSE CON=
TRACTORS
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2313)

to continue thie effectiveness of the act of

March 27, 1942, as extended, relating to

the inspection and audit of plants, books,

and records of defense contractors, for
the duration of the national emergency

proclaimed December 16, 1950, and 6

months thereafter.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of March
27, 1942 (56 Stat. 185, 186, ch. 189, secs. 1301~
1304), as extended by subsection 1 (a) (2) of
the Emergency Powers Continuation Act
(Public Law 450, 82d Cong.), shall remaln in
full force and effect until 6 months after the
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termination of the national emergency pro-
claimed by the President on December 186,
1950 (Proc. 2914, 3 C. F. R., T1), notwith-
standing any limitation by reference to war
of the time during which the powers and au-
thorizations therein granted may be exer=-
cised.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

On line 6, following the second comma,
insert “as amended.”

On page 2, line 4, substitute a comma for
the period and add “or until such earlier
date as may be provided by the Congress by
concurrent resolution or by the President.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

RETIREMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL
EMPLOYEES WHO ARE PAID FROM
SPECIAL FUNDS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4091)
to amend the Civil Service Retirement
Act of May 29, 1930, so as to make the
exclusion from such act of temporary
employees of Congress inapplicable to
such employees who are appointed at an
annual rate of salary.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of sec-
tion 8 (¢) of the Civil Service Retirement
Act of May 29, 1930, as amended, as precedes
the colon therein is amended to read as
follows:

*{c) The provisions of this act shall not
apply to employees of the Senate or the
House of Representatives whose employment
is temporary or of uncertain duration unless
such employees are appointed at an annual
rate of salary.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

IMENOMINEE INDIAN TRIBE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2828)
to amend the act of Congress of Sep-
tember 3, 1935 (49 sStat. 1085), as
amended.

.There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the act of Sep-
tember 3, 1935 (49 Stat. 1085), as amended,
is hereby further amended to authorize and
direct the Secretary of the Interior to pro-
vide for the payment from trust funds cred-
ited to the Menominee Tribe of Indians pur-
suant to the determination provided by the
act of September 3, 1935, of $1,500 to each
individual member of the Menominee Tribe
of Indians on the Menominee tribal rolls
as of December 31, 1952: Provided, That pay-
ments to minors and such members as are
receiving welfare assistance through the so-
clial-security program or from the Menominee
Tribe shall be made pursuant to regulations
to be adopted by the Menominee General
Council and approved by the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs,

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, line 4, change the period to a colon
and add the words “Provided further, That
such payments shall be made first from any
funds on deposit in the Treasury of the
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United States to the credit of the Menominee
Indian Tribe drawing interest at the rate
of 5 percent, and thereafter from the Men-
ominee judgment fund, symbol 14X71432."

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

BRIDGE ACROSS ST. LAWRENCE
RIVER AT OGDENSBURG, N. Y.

The Clerk called the bill ¢ R. 307)

to revive and reenact the act entitled

“An act authorizing the Ogdensburg
Bridege Authority, its successcss and as-
signs, to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a bridge across the St. Lawrence
River at or near the clty of Ogdensburg,
N

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the hill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act approved
August 19, 1850, authorizing the Ogdensburg
Bridge Authority, its successors and assigns,
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
and approaches thereto across the St. Law-
rence River, so far as the United States has
Jjurisdiction over the waters of such river,
at a point suitable to the interests of navi-
gation, at or near the city of Ogdensburg,
be, and is hereby, revived and reenacted:
Provided, That this act shall be null and
void unless the actual construction of the
bridge herein referred to be commenced
within 2 years and completed within 4 years
from the date of approval hereof,

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal
this act is hereby expressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS RIO GRANDE
AT HIDALGO, TEX.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1219)
authorizing the Hidalgo Bridee Co., its
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns,
to construet, maintain, and operate a
railroad toll bridge across the Rio
Grande, at or near Hidalgo, Tex.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in order to fa-
cilitate international commerce, improve the
postal service, and provide for military and
other purposes, the Hidalgo Bridge Co., its
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, be,
and is hereby, authorized to construct, main-
tain, and operate a railroad toll bridge and
originally designed approaches thereto across
the Rio Grande, so far as the United States
has jurisdiction over the waters of such river,
at a point suitable to the interest of navi-
gation, at or near Hidalgo, Tex., in accord-
ance with the provisions of the act entitled
“An act to regulate the construction of
bridges over mnavigable waters,” approved
March 23, 1906, subject to the conditions and
limitations contained in this act, and sub-
ject further to the approval of the Interna-
tional Boundary and Water Commission,
United States and Mexico, and also subject
to the approval of the proper authorities in
the Republic of Mexico to the construction,
operation, and maintenance of such bridge:
Provided, That the construction of the bridge
herein authorized shall not be undertaken
until after an agreement regarding such con-
struction shall have been effected between
the Government of the United States and
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the Government of the United Mexican
States.

Sec. 2. There is hereby conferred upon the
Hidalgo Bridge Co., its heirs, legal repre-
sentatives, and assigns, all such rights and
powers to enter upon lands and to acquire,
occupy, possess, and use real estate and other
property in the State of Texas needed for
the location, construction, operation, and
maintenance of such bridge and its origi-
nally designed approaches, as are possessed
by railroad corporations for railroad pur-
poses or by bridge corporations for bridge
purposes, upon making just compensation
therefor to be ascertained and paid accord-
ing to the laws of such State of Texas.

Sec. 3. The said Hidalgo Bridge Co., its
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, is
hereby authorized to fix and charge tolls for
transit over such bridge in accordance with
any laws of the State of Texas applicable
thereto, and the rates of toll so fixed shall
be the legal rates until changed under the
authority contained In the act of March 23,
1906. .

Sec. 4. The right to sell, assign, transfer,
and mortgage all the rights, powers, and
privileges conferred by this act to any public
agency, or to an international bridge au-
thority or commission, is hereby granted to
the Hidalgo Bridge Co., its heirs, or legal
representatives; and any such public agency,
international bridge authority, or interna-
tional bridge commission to which such
rights, powers, and privileges may be sold,
assigned, or transferred, or which shall ac-
quire the same by mortgage foreclosure or
otherwise, is hereby authorized and empow-
ered to exercise the same as fully as though
conferred herein directly upon such public
agency, international bridge authority, or
international bridge commission.

Sec. 5. The right to alter, amend, or repeal
this act is hereby expressly reserved.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 4, strike out “provide for mili-
tary and.” ¢

Page 1, line 8, strike out “originally de-
signed.”

Page 2, line 10, strike out “Provided, That
the construction of the bridge herein au-
thorized shall not be undertaken until after
an agreement regarding such construction
shall have been effected between the Gov-
ernment of the United States and the Gov-
ernment of the United Mexican States.”

Page 8, line 6, after the word “Texas”,
insert “or the United States.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

AMENDING THE NATIONAL SCIENCE
FOUNDATION ACT OF 1950

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 4689)
to amend the National Science Founda-
tion Act of 1950.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
gt_ﬁs bill be passed over without preju-

lce.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

APPOINTMENTS OF OFFICERS OF
THE ARMY AND AIR FORCE

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1528) to
continue in effect certain appointments
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as officers and as warrant officers of the
Army and of the Air Force.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That if the appointment
as a commissioned officer or warrant officer
of any person who is determined, as pro-
vided in the Missing Persons Act (56 Stat.
143), as amended, to have been in a status
of missing, missing in action, interned, cap-
tured, beleaguered, or besieged at any time
after June 25, 1950, and before the termina-
tion of the national emergency proclaimed
by the President on December 16, 1950
{Proc. 2914, 3 CFR 71), would normally ter-
minate before the person holding that ap-
pointment is released from active duty, the
President is authorized to continue that ap-
pointment in effect until that person is re-
leased from active duty. On or before the
date of his release from active duty, any
such person who agrees in writing to have
his appointment as a Reserve commissioned
officer or a Reserve warrant officer continued
in effect for an indefinite term shall be given
an indefinite term appointment in lieu of
the appointment which he holds at that time.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

AMENDING NATIONAL DEFENSE ACT
CONCERNING DETAILING OF
OFFICERS
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1527) to

amend section 40b of the National De-

fense Act, as amended (41 Stat. 759,

777), to remove the limitation upon the

detail of officers on the active list for

recruiting service and for duty with

ROTC units,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the hill, as follows:
Be it enacted, etc., That section 40b of

the National Defense Act (41 Stat. 769, T77),_

as amended, is further amended by striking
out so much of the second sentence as reads,
*and no officer on the active list shall be
detailed for recruiting service or for duty
at a school or college, not including schools
of the service, where officers on the retired
list can be secured who are competent for
such duty.”

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

REHABILITATION AND REPAIRING
OF PUBLIC AIRPORTS DAMAGED
BY FEDERAL AGENCIES

The Clerk called the bill (S. 35) to
provide for the repair and rehabilita-
tion of public airports damaged by the
armed services during the present na-
tional emergency, to extend beyond June
30, 1953, the availability of previous
appropriations for payment of claims
under section 17 of the Federal Airport
Act, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, in the past the sub-
committee of the Committee on Appro-
priations having jurisdiction over the
State, Justice, and Commerce Depart-
ments appropriation bill in its various
reports and in the bill recently submit-
ted has made violent objection to this
particular problem. I see the gentleman

from Georgia present, a member of that
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subcommittee, and I would like to ask
him whether or not that subcommittee
would concur in approval of this legis-
lation?

Mr. PRESTON. Imay say to the gen=-
tleman from Michigan that this mat-
ter has been up for discussion in our
committee on two occasions this year,
first when we were considering the first
supplemental appropriation bill and later
on when the regular bill was up for con-
sideration. The only reason the com-
mittee did not put this language in the
appropriation bill at that time was that
we were not sure how many projects
would be in the status of reimbursability.
We thought that near the end of the year
we could tell more accurately how many
local communities that had expended
their funds in making repairs but had not
been reimbursed under the provisions of
the Federal Airport Claims Act would be
involved. Certainly this language should
be written into law because less than
half of the money already appropriated
by the Congress has been expended to
the local communities that are in the
process of doing the work. I discussed
this matter with the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Taeer] recently and he
made the statement to me that rather
than offer an amendment to the regular
appropriation bill when it was up for
consideration—the State, Justice, and
Commerce Departments appropriation
bill—he would at a later date refer the
matter to our subcommittee for study in
order to determine just what language
should be written into the bill. Of
course, that would be legislation on an
appropriation bill, something I do not
favor personally. This is the proper
way to do it, that is, by an act brought
before the House from a legislative com-
mittee. I think it is inevitable that we
must adopt this language, either in an
appropriation bill or in a bill of this
character. This one has already passed
the Senate.

Mr. FORD. Would this legislation
conform to the policy of the subcom-
mittee of which the gentleman is a
member?

Mr. PRESTON. I hesitate to speak
for the entire subcommittee because,

first of all, T am in the minority. I am

sure it reflects the minority views. I
am not positive that I would be making
an accurate statement if I said it re-
flected the majority views.

Mr. FORD. Has it been a gquestion
that has been almost unanimously ap-
proved by the subcommittee in the past,
and I suspect probably at the present
time? I know the subcommittee has
been greatly worried about this situa-
tion. In the past they have strong lan-
guage in their reports and I think they
put a cut-off date on the time that these
applications could be filed. Because of
the subcommittee’s interest I could not
let this bill go through until I knew what
the subcommittee’s point of view might
be because they deal with funds that
come before the Congress so far as these
claims are concerned.

Mr. DOLLIVER. MTr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD, I yield to the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. AsIunderstand this
legislation, which came out of the Com~
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merce Committee, it is merely an au-
thorization for these funds to be appro-
priated to avoid the often embarrassing
situation when a point of order is raised
against a legislative provision in an
appropriation bill. The hearings before
our committee disclosed no opposition
to this legislation, and I believe that it
was introduced at the request of the
interested parties to forestall and avoid
difficulty at the time the Committee on
Appropriations had the opportunity to
act. Now that is my understanding of
the situation.

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield further?

Mr. FORD. I yield.

_Mr. PRESTON. The gentleman from
Michigan is correct in saying that the
committee did establish that date to
prevent any future filings. This was a
doubtful bill to begin with. I really
think it should not have passed the
Congress, but since the Congress enacted
it, it was left up to the Committee on
Appropriations to provide funds. The
Senate bill undertook to extend the
whole thing so that new applications
could be filed, but what the House has
done is this: they have stricken the Sen-
ate language and simply put a paragraph
in the bill saying that the funds shall re-
main available until expended. This
does not provide any future authorization
at all. It simply means that the money
heretofore appropriated remains availa=
ble until expended so that the commu-
nities currently doing the work can be
reimbursed, something that we must do,
in fairness, if we are going to treat the
communities fairly.

Mr. FORD. It is my understanding
then that we are not contemplating at
this time approving the Senate bill,
which does extend the date. All we are
doing is passing the House version, I
would object to any approval of the Sen-
ate language based on the experience
that the gentleman from Georgia and
his subcommittee have had which indi-
cated that there was some very loose
handling of the approval of these claims.
I will withdraw my reservation but I do
want to go on record that I will certainly
disapprove of any attempt to approve
the Senate language.

Mr. DOLLIVER. You will note on
page 3 of the report that sections 1, 2,
and 3 of the bill as passed by the Senate
have been eliminated from the House bill.

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, if
the gentleman from Michigan will yield
further, I would like to thank him for
withdrawing his reservation. I am very
much interested in this bill as I have a
project in my district which is affected.
The city of Colorado Springs is now
engaged in the construction of a new
administration building to serve the
municipal airport. The Federal contri-
bution under section 17 of the Federal
Airport Act has been made and the funds
allocated to this project. Construction
is proceeding as rapidly as possible, but
the building cannot be completed by
June 30. Assurance has been given
that the Federal funds will be available
until construction is completed, which
will require several additional months.
I understand there are other projects
over the country in the same situation.
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I consider the passage of this bill highly
important, so we can keep faith with
those who have commenced construction
of local airport projects on the assump-
tion that the Federal appropriation
would be available until expended. No
further appropriation of Federal funds
is involved. It is merely a question of
giving local communities necessary time
to take advantage of appropriations
heretofore made for their benefit.

Mr. FORD. I withdraw my reserva=
tion of objection, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-
lows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 17 of the
Federal Airport Act, as amended, is hereby
amended as follows:

(a) By deleting the last sentence of sub-
section (¢) and inserting in lieu thereof the
following: “Appropriations made pursuant
to this subsection shall remain available
until expended.”

(b) By amending subsection (d) to read
as follows:

“TIME LIMITATIONS ON FILING OF REQUESTS

“(d) No request for reimbursement of the
cost ot rehabilitation or repair of a public
airport submitted pursuant to this section
ghall be conslidered by the Secretary unless
such request was submitted to him within
6 months after the occurrence of the dam-
age upon which the request is based, except
that in the case of a request relating to dam-
age occurring while the airport was under
the control and management of the United
States, such request may be submritted to
the Becretary within 6 months after the
transfer of such control and management
of the report to the public agency in-
volved.”

(c) By adding thereto a new subsection
(e) as follows:

“TIME LIMITATIONS ON MAKING OF
CERTIFICATIONS

*(e) No certification pursuant to this sec-
tion with respect to a request submitted
to the Secretary after the date of enactment
of this subsection (except a supplemental
certification of the amount by which the
actual cost of accomplished rehabilitation
or repair exceeds the amount of a prior cer-
tification which was based on the estimated
cost of such rehabilitation or repair) shall
be made to the Congress after a date 1 year
from the expiration of the period prescribed

by law for the submittal of such request.” -

Sec. 2. There is hereby repealed the pro-
viso contained in the appropriation to the
Department of Commerce, Civil Aeronautics
Administration, headed *“Claims, Federal
Airport Act” in chapter III of the Third Sup-
plemental Appropriation Act, 1851 (Public
Law 45, 82d Cong.), reading as follows:
“Provided, That no request for reimburse-
ment of the cost of rehdbilitation or repair
of a public airport filed under section 17
of the Federal Airport Act shall be consid-
ered by the Secretary unless flled prior to
July 1, 1951, and the Secretary shall make
no certification to Congress after July 1,
1952, of the actual or estimated cost of such
rehabilitation or repair.”

Sec. 3. Notwithstanding the proviso of the
Third Supplemental Appropriation Act, 1951,
cited in section 2 and the provisions of sub-
section (d) of section 17 of the Federal Air-
port Act, the Secretary of Commerce is au-
thorized to consider, pursuant to the said
section 17, any request for reimbursement
of the cost of rehabilitation or repair of a
public airport, which is submitted to him
within 6 months following the effective date
of this act, if such request would have met
the time requirements of the sald subsec-
tion (d) had it been filed on some date sub=
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sequent to June 30, 1951, and prior to the
effective date of this act.

Sec. 4. Notwithstanding provisions of eX-
isting law to the contrary, all appropriations
heretofore made to the Department of Com=
merce, pursuant to certifications made by
that Department to the Congress under sec-
tion 17 of the Federal Alrport Act, for re-
imbursement of public agencies for the cost
of rehabilitating or repairing public airports
damaged by Federal agencies, shall remain
available until expended.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert “That, notwithstanding section 17 (c)
of the Federal Alrport Act or any other pro-
visilon of existing law, all appropriations
heretofore made to the Department of Com-
merce pursuant to certifications made by
that Department to the Congress under sec-
tion 17 of the Federal Airport Act, for re-
imbursement of public agencies for the cost
of rehabilitating or repairing public airports
damaged by Federal agencies, shall remain
available until expended.”

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act to extend the authority to ex-
pend certain funds for the reimburse-
ment of public agencies for the cost of
rehabilitating or repairing public air=-
ports damaged by Federal agencies.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CONTINUE IN EFFECT CERTAIN
PROVISIONS OF LAW

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1448) to
amend the act of June 25, 1942, relating
to the making of photographs and
sketches of properties of the Military Es-
tablishment, to continue in effect the
provisions thereof until 6 months after
the present national emergency.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 of the
act of June 25, 1942 (56 Stat. 390), as ex-
tended by section 1 (a) (11) of the Emer-
gency Powers Continuation Act (Public Law
450, 82d Cong.) is amended by deleting the
words “for the duration of the present war
as determined by proclamation of the Pres-
ident” and inserting in lieu thereof the
words “until 8 months after the termination
of the national emergency proclaimed by
the President on December 16, 1950 (Proc.
2914, 3 CFR 1850 Supp., p. T1).”

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, after the parentheses, in-
sert “and as further extended by section 1,
Public Law 12, 83d Congress, approved March
31, 1953,”

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table. ;

AMENDMENT OF ARMY-NAVY
NURSES ACT OF 1947

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1530) to
amend the Army-Navy Nurses Act of
1947 to authorize the appointment in the
grade of first lieutenant of nurses and

‘medical specialists in the Regular Army
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and Regular Air Force, and appointment
with rank of lieutenant (jg.) of nurses
in the Regular Navy.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 101 (¢)
of the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 (61
Stat. 42) is amended to read as follows:

*“({e) Commissioned officers of the Regular
Army in the Army Nurse Corps, and com-
missioned officers of the Regular Air Force
appointed with a view to designation as Alr
Force nurses, shall be appointed by the Pres-
ident, by and with the advice and consent
of the Senate, from female citizens of the
United States who have attained the age
of 21 years. To be eligible for appointment
under this subsection a person must be a
graduate of a hospital or university training
school and a registered nurse and must have
the physical and other qualifications pre-
scribed by the Secretary of the Army or the
Becretary of the Air Force for the appropri-
ate armed force. A person appointed under
this subsection shall be appointed in the
grade of —

“(1) second lieutenant, if she 1s not more
than 27 years of age on the date of nomi-
nation by the President and is not qualified
for appointment as a first lieutenant under
clause (2); or

“(2) first lleutenant, if she is qualified
under regulations issued by the appropriate
Becretary and is not more than 30 years of
age on the date of nomination by the
President.

The maximum ages specified in clauses (1)
and (2) are increased by the period of active
Federal commissioned service performed
after December 31, 1947, However, such an
age may not be so increased by more than
b years.”

Sec. 2. Section 102 (¢) of the Army-Navy
Nurses Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 42) is amended
to read as follows:

“(¢) Commissioned officers of the Regular
Army in the Women’s Medical Specialist
Corps, and commissioned officers of the Reg-
ular Air Force appointed with a view to des-
ignation as women medical specialists, shall
be appointed by the President, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, from
female citizens of the United States who
have attalned the age of 21 years. To be
eligible for appointment under this subsec-
tion, a person must have the physical and
other qualifications prescribed by the Sec-
retary of the Army or the Secretary of the
Air Force for the appropriate armed force.
A person appointed under this subsection
shall be appointed in the grade of—

“(1) second lieutenant, if she is not more
than 27 years of age on the date of nomi-
nation by the President and is not qualified
for appointment as a first lieutenant under
clause (2); or )

“(2) first lleutenant, if she 1s qualified

under regulations issued by the appropriate
Secretary and is not more than 30 years of
age on the date of nomination by the
President.
The maximum ages specified in clauses (1)
and (2) are increased by the period of active
Federal commissioned service performed
after December 31, 1947, However, such an
age may not be so increased by more than
b years.”

SEec. 3. Section 204 of the Army-Navy
Nurses Act of 1947 (61 Stat. 48) is amended
to read as follows:

“Sec. 204, Except as provided in sections
203 and 211 of this title, appointment to
the grade of nurse in the Regular Navy shall
be with the rank of ensign or lieutenant
(junior grade), and each such appointment
shall be subject to revocation by the Sec-
retary of the Navy until such time as the
appointee has served under such appoint-
ment for 3 years from the date of appoint-
ment. Officers whose appointments are so
revoked shall be discharged from the service
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without advanced pay. Appointees shall be
female citizens of the United States who
shall have reached the age of 21 years on
July 1 of the calendar year in which ap-
pointed. No person shall be appointed pur-
suant to this section until she shall havs
established her mental, moral, educational,
professional, and physical qualifications to
the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy.
A person appointed under this section shall
be appointed with the rank of—

*(1) ensign, if she is not more than 27 years
of age on the date of nomination by the
President and is not gualified for appoint-
ment as a lieutenant (junior grade) under
clause (2); or

*“(2) lieutenant (junior grade), if she is

qualified under regulations issued by the
Secretary of the Navy and is not more than
80 years of age on the date of nomination
by the President.
The maximum ages specified in clauses (1)
and (2) are increased by the period of active
Federal commissioned service performed
after December 31, 1947. However, such an
age may not be so increased by more chan
5 years.”

‘The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table,

SERVICE FLAGS AND SERVICE
-~ LAPEL BUTTONS

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1546) to
amend the act authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to approve a standard de-
sign for a service flag and service lapel
button.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. GROSS. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Speaker, I wonder if some-
one could tell me whether this flag is
to be used in combination with the serv-
ice lapel buttons and what design this
flag will bear. I will say to the gentle-
men of the committee that I am very
much interested as to whether or not
this is to be an American flag used in
connection with the service lapel button
or whether it is a combination repre-
senting some of these hybrid interna-
tional organizations we have.

Mr. JOHNSON. This is only a flag
to be hung in the home. The gentle-
man is old enough to remember that we
had service flags in the First World War
as well as in World War II.

Mr. GROSS. The gentleman is speak-
ing of service buttons in connection with
these service flags?

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes. It is a distinc-
tive button and it is a distinctive flag,
also devised by the Secretary of Defense.

Mr. GROSS. Will there be a flag on
the button?

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not know what
will be on the button, but I know it will
be appropriate,

Mr. GROSS. I just want to be sure
of that.

Mr. JOHNSON.
sure the gentleman.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Octo=-
ber 17, 1942 (ch. 615; 56 Stat. 796), is hereby
amended by striking the words “Secretary
of War” wherever they appear therein and
inserting in lieu thereof the words “Secre-

I hope that will as-

-
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tary of Defense” and striking the words “the
current war” appearing at the end of the
first and second sections of the act and in-
serting in lieu thereof the words “‘any period
of war or hostilities in which the Armed
Forces of the United States may be engaged.”

The bill was ordered to be read a
third time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

TRANSPORTATION OF HOUSEHOLD
EFFECTS OF CERTAIN NAVAL
PERSONNEL

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1547) to
authorize payment for the transporta-
tion of household effects of certain naval
personnel.

There being no objéction, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That payment of the
cost of transportation (including packing,
crating, drayage, and unpacking) of house-
hold effects of members of the naval forces,
upon release from active duty, from their
homes of record to places selected by such
members is hereby authorized to be made
from ecurrent appropriations as may be avail-
able for such services and any payments
representing the cost of such transportation
(including packing, crating, drayage, and
unpacking) heretofore made, are ratified and
approved: Provided, That such transporta-
tion shall have been authorized prior to June
13, 1947, pursuant to duly promulgated regu-
lations of the Navy Department: Provided
further, That the transportation costs au-
thorized to be paid hereunder are limited to
the constructive costs of transportation from
the last duty stations to the homes of record.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on

the table. T

PRESCRIBING OCCASIONS UPON
WHICH THE UNIFORM OF THE
ARMED FORCES MAY BE WORN BY
PERSONS HONORABLY DIS-
CHARGED THEREFROM

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1550) to
authorize the President to prescribe the
occasions upon which the uniform of
any of the Armed Forces may be worn by
persons honorably discharged therefrom.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 125 of the
act of June 3, 1916 (39 Stat. 216), as
amended, is further amended by deleting the
words ‘‘of ceremony” wherever they appear
therein and substituting therefor the words
“authorized by regulations of the President.”

Sec. 2. Section 2 of the act of June 21,
1930 (46 Stat. 793), as amended, is further
amended by deleting the words *“of cere-
mony” and substituting therefor the words
“authorized by regulations of the President.”

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 7, strike out the period and
insert “issued after prior consultation with
the Armed BServices Committees of Con-
gress.”

At the end of the bill strike out the period
and add “issued after prior consultation
with the Armed Services Committees of
Congress.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read a
third time, was read the third time, and
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passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table,

PAY OF CIVILIAN EMFLOYEES OF
THE NAVY DEPARTMENT

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 2226)
to repeal the provision of the Act of July
1, 1902 (32 Stat. 662) , as amended, relat-
ing to pay of civilian employees of the
Navy Department appointed for duty
beyond the continental limits of the
United States and in Alaska.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the second para=
graph under the heading “Emergency Fund,
Navy Department” of the Act of July 1, 1902
(32 Stat. 662), as amended (54 Stat. 383),
which reads:

“The Secretary of the Navy, in his discre=
tion, is authorized to pay all ecivilian em=
ployees appointed for duty beyond the con-
tinental limits of the United States, and in
Alaska, from the date of their sailing from
the United States until they report for duty
to the officer under whom they are to serve,
and while returning to the United States by
the most direct route and with due expe-
dition, compensation of a rate corresponding
to their rate of pay while actually em-
ployed.” is repealed.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed ’
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

REPRODUCTION AND SALE OF
COPIES OF OFFICIAL RECORDS
OF ARMY, NAVY, AND AIR FORCE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2319)
to authorize the Secretary of Defense
and the Secretaries of the Army, the
Navy, and the Air Force to reproduce
and to sell copies of official records of
their respective Departments, and for
other purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
Defense and the Secretaries of the Army, the
Navy, and the Air Force are authorized to
make and to rent or sell to interested per=
sons, concerns, or institutions, reproductions
of the official current records of their re=
spective Departments, including but not
limited to, papers, manuscripts, documents,
books, photographs, lantern slides, motion
picture films, and sound reproductions, con-
sistent with national security as determined
under regulations promulgated with the ap-
proval of the Secretary of Defense, and at
such prices and fees (not less than the esti-
mated cost of furnishing such reproduce
tions) as may be prescribed pursuant to such
regulations. All proceeds of such sales or
rentals shall be deposited and covered into
the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. The
term “current records’ as used herein means
records that are required for use in the cur-
rent operation and administration of the
Department concerned.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 6, after “current”, insert
“public.”

Page 2, line 4, after “of”, insert “prepara=
tion and.”

Page 2, line 5, after “reproductions”, ine
sert “including reasonable administrative
overhead.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIF.

The Clerk called the resolution (H.
Res. 215) providing for sending to the
United States Court of Claims the bill
(H. R. 2294) for the relief of the county
of Riverside, Calif.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the resolution, as follows:

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 2294) en-
titled “A bill for the relief of the county of
Riverside, Calif.,” together with all accom-
panying papers, is hereby referred to the
United States Court of Claims pursuant to
sections 1492 and 2509 of title 28, United
States Code; and said court shall proceed
expeditiously with the same in accordance
with the provisions of said sections and re-
port to the House, at the earliest practicable
date, giving such findings of fact and con-
clusions thereon as shall be sufficient to

. inform the Congress of the nature and char-
acter of the demand, as a claim legal or equit-
able, against the United States, and the
amount, if any, legally or equitably due from
the United States to the claimant.

The resolution was agreed to, and a
*motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

PERMITS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
RADIO STATIONS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4557)
to amend section 319 of the Communi-
cations Act of 1934 with respect to per=-
mits for construction of radio stations.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, That subsection (b) of sec-
tion 319 of the Communications Act of 1934,
as amended, is amended by striking out the
last sentence thereof; and such section 319
is amended by adding at the end thereof a
new subsection as follows:

“(d) A permit for construction shall not
be required for Government stations, am-
ateur stations, or mobile stations. With
respect to stations or classes of stations other
than Government stations, amateur stations,
mobile stations, and broadcasting stations,
the Commission may waive the requirement
of a permit for construction If it finds that
the public interest, convenience, or necessity
would be served thereby: Provided, however,
That such walver shall apply only to sta-
tions whose construction is begun subse-
quent to the effective date of the waiver.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

‘The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4558)
to amend section 309 (¢) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934, with respect
to the time within which the Federal
Communications Commission must act
on protests filed thereunder.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the fourth sen=-
tence of section 309 (c) of the Communica=
tions Act of 1934, as amended, is amended
by striking out ““fifteen days" and inserting
in lieu thereof “thirty days.”
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

CRIMINAL PENALTIES OF COMMU-
NICATIONS ACT OF 1934

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4559)
to amend section 501 of the Communi-
cations Act of 1934, so that any offense
punishable thereunder, except a second
or subsequent offense, shall constitute a
misdemeanor rather than a felony.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 501 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended, is
amended to read as follows:

“GENERAL PENALTY

“Sgc. 501. Any person who willfully and
knowingly does or causes or suffers to be
done any act, matter, or thing, in this act
prohibited or declared to be unlawful, or
who willfully and knowingly omits or fails
to do any act, matter, or thing in this act
required to be done, or willfully and know-
ingly causes or suffers such omission or fail-
ure, shall, upon conviction thereof, be pun-
ished for such offense, for which no penalty
(other than a forfeiture) is provided in this
act, by a fine of not more than $10,000 or
by imprisonment for a term not exceeding
1 year, or both; except that any person,
having been once convicted of an offense
punishable under this section, who is sub-
sequently convicted of violating any provi-
glon of this act punishable under this sec-
tion, shall be punished by a fine of not more
than $10,000 or by imprisonment for a term
not exceeding 2 years, or both.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-

-sider was laid on the table. i

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 232T7)
to authorize the Post Office Department
to designate enlisted personnel of the
Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps,
and Coast Guard as postal clerks and
assistant postal clerks, and for other
purposes.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That enlisted person-
nel of the Army of the United States, the
United States Navy, the Air Force of the
United States, the United States Marine
Corps, and the United States Coast Guard,
and the reserve components thereof, may,
upon selection by the Secretaries of the de-
partments concerned, be designated by the
Post Office Department as Army postal clerks
and assistant Army postal clerks, Navy postal
clerks, and assistant Navy postal clerks, Air
Force postal clerks and assistant Air Force
postal clerks, Marine Corps postal clerks and
assistant Marine Corps postal clerks, and
Coast Guard postal clerks and assistant Coast
Guard postal clerks, as appropriate, who
shall be authorized to receive and open all
pouches and sacks of mail addressed to Army,
Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, or Coast
Guard post offices, stations, vessels, and in-
stallations, to make proper deliveries of such
mail, to recelve matter for transmission in
the mails, to receipt for registered matter
(keeping an accurate record thereof), to keep
and have for sale an adequate supply of post=-
age stamps, to make up and dispatch mails
and to perform any other postal duties as
may be authorized by the Postmaster Gen-
eral, and in accordance with such rules and
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regulations as may be prescribed by the ap-
propriate Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine
Corps, or Coast Guard authority. Each
postal clerk or assistant postal clerk men-
tioned herein shall take the oath of office
prescribed for members of the postal service,
and shall give bond to the United States in
such penal sum as the Postmaster General
may deem sufficient for the faithful perform-
ance of his duties as such postal clerk or
assistant postal clerk: Provided, That the
Secretary concerned may waive the giving of
bond in the case of such postal clerks and
assistant postal clerks.

Sec. 2. The Post Office Department shall
be reimbursed annually by the department
concerned, in an amount of money equal
to the funds and the value of other account-
able postal stock embezzled by, or lost
through the negligence, errors, or defalca-
tions on the part of unbonded postal clerks,
unbonded assistant postal clerks, persons
acting in those capacities, or commissioned
or warrant officers of the Army, Navy, Air
Force, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard who
have been designated custodians of postal
effects by the appropriate commanding
officer, and funds expended by the Post Office
Department in payment of claims arising
from negligence, errors, losses, or defalca-
tions by such unbonded postal clerks, assist=-
ant postal clerks, persons aeting in those
capacities, or commissioned or warrant offi-
cers of the Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine
Corps, and Coast Guard who have been
designated custodians of postal effects by
the appropriate commanding officer.

Sec. 3. Postal clerks and assistant postal
clerks appointed under this act, shall be
amenable in all respects to the discipline of
their respective services, except that, as to
their duties as such clerks, the commanding
officer having jurisdiction over the post
office, station, vessel, or installation at or on
which they are stationed, and who exercises
jurisdiction over such clerks, shall require
them to be governed by the postal laws and
regulations of the United States and such
supplemental postal directives and regula-
tions as may be prescribed by appropriate
authorities. Whenever mnecessity arises
therefor, any assistant postal clerk may be
required by the appropriate commanding
officer to perform the duties of a postal clerk.

Sec. 4. Any bond given by Army, Navy, or
Coast Guard mail clerks or assistant mail
clerks or by Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine
Corps, or Coast Guard postal clerks or assist-
ant postal clerks, may be terminated by the
Secretary of the department concerned, but
such termination shall not affect the liability
of any person or surety thereunder for losses
or shortages occurring prior to such termi-
nation.

Sec. 6. (a) The Secretaries of the Army,
Navy, Air Force, and Treasury shall take such
action as may be available to them to eflect
recovery of amounts pald under the provi-
sions of this act from the persons responsi=
ble for the losses or shortages.

(b) There are hereby authorized to be ap-
propriated out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, such sums as
may be necessary to carry out the provisions
of this act.

Sec. 6. The act of August 21, 1941 (ch. 392,
55 Stat. 656), as amended by the act of June
30, 1947 (ch. 170, 61 Stat. 211; 39 U. 8. C.
138); paragraph 23 of the heading, Fourth
Assistant Postnraster General, of the act of
May 27, 1908 (ch. 206, 35 Stat. 417-418), as
amended (39 U. S. C. 134); section 3 of the
act.of August 24, 1912 (ch. 389, 37 Stat. 554),
as amended (39 U. 8. C. 135), and all other
laws or parts of laws to the extent that they
may be inconsistent or in conflict with the
provisions of this act, are hereby repealed.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.
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The SPEAKER. That concludes the
call of the Consent Calendar.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPRO-
PRIATION BILL

Mrs. PFOST. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Idaho?

There was no objection.

Mrs. PFOST. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to extend my remarks in the Rec-
orp, I should like to include the follow-
ing statement in the REecorp at this
point.

On April 28 the Honorable Sam Ray-
BURN, of Texas, moved to recommit H. R.
4828, the Inferior appropriation bill, to
the Committee on Appropriations with
instructions to report the same back
forthwith with the following amend-
ments:

On page 2, strike out all of lines 22, 23,
and 24, and insert in lleu thereof the fol-
lowing: “Not to exceed $3,736,000 shall be
avallable during the current fiscal year from
the continuing fund for all costs in connec-
tion with the purchase of electric power and
energy and for the payment of rentals for
the use of transmission facilities.”

And on page 3, line 19, strike out “$38,-
300,000" and insert “§42,728,000: Provided,
That such sum shall include for the follow-
ing items the respective amounts as follows:

“For Snohomish-Kitsap project, $2,605,000;

“For McNary substation, $1,538,000;

“For Ilwoco-Long Beach area service,
$109,000;

“For Valley
$56,000; and

“For Idaho Panhandle, $120,000."

The Rayburn motion provided a true
test of sentiment on the public-power
program. It was supported by those
who advocated continued development of
low-cost public power for all the people.
It was generally opposed by those who
favored giving the benefits of public
power to the private utilities.

The Rayburn motion was defeated by
a vote of 167 to 212. Eighty-six percent
of the Democrats voted in favor of low=-
cost public power, while almost 95 per-
cent of the Republicans voted against
the motion and in favor of the private
utilities.

It is interesting to note that more than
half of the Republican votes in favor of
restoring the funds came from Members
whose districts were directly affected.

Way substation addition,

PRIVATE CALENDAR
The SPEAKER. This is Private Cal-
endar day. The Clerk will call the first
individual bill on the Private Calendar.

GRONISLAV VYDAEVICH AND
LEONID ZANKOWSKY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1141)
for the relief of Gronislav Vydaevich and
Leonid Zankowsky.

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this hill ke
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Oklahoma?

There was no objection.
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JOHN W. McBRIDE

The Clerk called the bill (S, 140) for
the relief of John W. McBride.

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that this bill be passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks at
this point.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that this bill, S. 140, be
passed over without prejudice, and in-
cert at this point in the Recorp the fcl-
lowing remarks:

It is my information that when H. R.
834, of which I am the author, was under
consideration by the Senate Judiciary
Committee, some members thereof
stated that they could not approve the
bill because they saw no reason for the
delay upon the part of the claimant in
filing his claim.

I would like to direct the attention of
the House to the bill just called, S. 140,
which is identical in content with my
bill, H. R. 834, as well as S. 365, which
the House passed May 5, 1953. The in-
jury sustained by the claimant in S. 140
was in 1943, the injury sustained by the
claimant in S. 365 was in 1940, Both of
those bills were approved by the Senate
Judiciary Committee and passed the
Senate. The injury sustained by the
claimant in my bill, H. R. 834, was in
1944,

Such inconsistency makes it impera-
tive that I ask that the bill, S. 140, be
passed over without prejudice, and I do
want the House to understand my rea-
son in so doing.

HARUE FUKUSHI

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 978)
for the relief of Harue Fukushi.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of
the immigration laws relating to the exclu-
sion of aliens inadmissible because of race
shall not hereafter apply to Harue Fukushi,
the Japanese fiance of Robert A. Matza, a
citizen of the United States who is serving
in the Armed Forces of the United States,
and that the sald Harue Fukushl shall be
eligible for a visa as a nonimmigrant tem-
porary visitor for a period of 3 months:
Provided, That the administrative authori-
ties find that the sald Harue Fukushi is
coming to the United States with a bona
fide intention of being married to the said
Robert A. Matza, and that she is found other-
wise admissible under the immigration laws.
In the event the marriage between the above-
named parties does not occur within 3
months after entry of the said Harue FPuku-
shi, she shall be required to depart from
the United States, and upon failure to do
80 shall be deported in accordance with the
provisions of sections 19 and 20 of the Immi-
gration Act of 1917, as amended (U. 8. C.,
title 8, secs. 165 and 156). In the event that
the marriage between the above-named par-
ties shall occur within 3 months after the
entry of the said Harue Fukushi, the Attor-
ney General is authorized and directed to
record the lawful admission for permanent
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residence of the said Harue Pukushi as of
the date of the payment by her of the re-
quired visa fee and head tax.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert in lieu thereof the following:
“That, in the administration of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act, Harue Fukushi, the
fiance of Robert A. Matza, a citizen of the
United States, shall be eligible for a visa as a
nonimmigrant temporary visitor for a period
of 3 months: Provided, That the administra-
tive authorities find that the eaid Harue
Fukushi is coming to the United States with
a bona fide intention of being married to the
said Robert A. Matza and that she is found
otherwise admissible under the immigration
laws. In the event the marriage between the
above-named persons does not occur within
3 months after the entry of the said Harue
Fukushi, she shall be required to depart from
the United States and upon failure to do so
shall be deported in accordance with the
provisions of sections 241 and 242 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act. In the event
that the marriage between the above-named
persons shall occur within 3 months after the
entry of the sald Harue Fukushi, the Attor-
ney General is authorized and directed to
record the lawful admission for permanent
residence of the said Harue Fukushi as of
the date of the payment by her of the re-
quired visa fee.”

Mr, REED of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
offer an amendment to the committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Reep of Illinois:
On page 3, line 4, strike out “241 and 242"
and substitute in lieu thereof 242 and 243.”

The amendment to the committee
amendment was agreed to.

The committee amendment, as amend=
ed, was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MARY FRANCINA MARCONI, FER-
NANDA GUZZI, ANNA FERRARO,
MARY LAUDANO, AND JULIA FI-
SANO

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1143)
for the relief of Mary Francina Marconi,
Fernanda Guzzi, Anna Ferraro, Mary
Laudano, and Julia Pisano.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes of
the immigration and naturalization laws,
Mary Francina Marconi, Fernanda Guzzi,
Anna Ferraro, Mary Laudano, and Julia Pi-
sano shall be held and considered to have
been lawfully admitted to the United States
for permanent residence as of the date of the
enactment of this Act, upon payment of the
required visa fees and head taxes. Upon the
granting of permanent residence to such
aliens as provided for in this act, the Sec-
retary of State shall instruct the proper
quota-control officer to deduct five numbers
from the appropriate quota for the first year
that such quota is available.

‘With the following committee amend-
ments:

On lines 3 and 4, strike out the words
“immigration and naturalization laws,” and
insert in lieu thereof the following:* “Im-
migration and Nationality Act.”

On lines 8 and 9, strike out the words “and
head taxes.”
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The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MRS. LIANE LIEU AND HER SON,
PETER LIEU

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1330)
for the relief of Mrs. Liane Lieu and her
son Peter Lieu.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Mrs. Liane Lieu and her son, Peter Lieu, shall
be held and considered to have been lawfully
admitted to the United States for permanent
residence as of the date of the enactment of
this act, upon payment of the required visa
fee and head tax. Upon the granting of
permanent residence to such alien as pro-
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State
ghall instruct the proper quota-control offi-
cer to deduct two numbers from the appro-
priate quota for the first year that such
guoita is available,

With the following committee amend-
ments: .

On lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “im-
-migration and naturalization laws” and sub-
stitute in lieu thereof the following: “Immi-
gration and Nationality Act.”

On line 9, strike out the words “and head
tax'll

On line 9, strike out the word “alien” and
substitute “aliens.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

CLEMINTINA FERRARA ET AL.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2160)
for the relief of Clemintina Ferrara,
Maria Garofalo, Rosetta Savino, Maria
Serra, Albina Zamunner, and Fedora
Gazzarrini.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis-
tration of the immigration and naturaliza-
tion laws, Clemintina Ferrara, Maria Garo-
falo, Rosetta Bavino, Maria Serra, Albina
Zamunner, and Fedora Gazzarrini, nuns who
are at the Malvern Preparatory School, Mal-
vern, Pa., who were admitted into the United
States on temporary visas from Rome, Italy,
on November 22, 1951, shall be held and
considered to have been lawfully admitted
to the United States for permanent resi-
dence as of the date of their actual entry
into the United States, upon the payment
by them of the required head taxes and visa
fees.

Sec. 2. The Secretary of State is author-
ized and directed to instruct the proper
quota control officer to deduct appropriate
numbers from the nonpreference category
of the proper immigration quota or quotas.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert in lieu thereof the following:
“That for the purposes of the Immigration
and Nationality Act, Clemintina Ferrara,
Marla Garofalo, Rosetta Savino, Maria Serra,
Albina Zamunner, and Fedora Gazzarrini,
shall be held and considered to have been
lawfully admitted to the United States for
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permanent residence as of the date of the
enactment of this act, upon payment of the
required visa fees.
permanent residence to such aliens as pro-
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State
shall instruct the proper quota-control offi-
cer to deduct six numbers from the appro-
priate quota for the first year that such
quota is avallable.”

The commitiee
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, arnd passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table,

amendment was

LEE KWANG NONG (GEORGE
CLIFFORD ROEDER)

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2392)
for the relief of Lee Kwang Nong
(George Clifford Roeder).

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the hill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor
child, Lee Ewang Nong (also known as
George Clifford Roeder), shall be held and
considered to be the natural-born alien child
gr Clifford Roeder, citizen of the United

tates.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MRS. MARIE WEIR

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4110)
for the relief of Mrs, Marie Weir.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws
Mrs. Marie Welr shall be held and considered
to have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay-
ment of the required visa fee and head tax.
Upon the granting of permanent residence
to such alien as provided for in this act,
the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct one
number from the appropriate quota for the
first year that such quota is available.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

On lines 3 and 4, strike out the words
“immigration and naturalization laws"” and
insert in lieu thereof the following: “Immi-
gration and Nationality Act.”

On line 7, strike out the words “and head
tax.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

EUGENE RIVOCHE AND MARIE
BARSKY

The Clerk called the bill (S. 837) for
the relief of Eugene Rivoche and Marie
Barksy.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
Eugene Rivoche and Marie Barsky shall be
held and considered to have been lawiully
admitted to the United States for permanent

Upon the granting of

May 19

residence as of the date of the enactment
of this act, upon payment of the required
visa fees. Upon the granting of permanent
residence to such aliens as provided for in
this act, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper quota-control officer to
deduct two numbers from the appropriate
quota for the first year that such quota is
available.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and

passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

IDA BAGHDASSARIAN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 779)
for the relief of Ida Baghdassarian.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the hill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
Ida Baghdassarian shall be held and con=-
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to
the United States for permanent residence
as of the date of the enactment of this act,
upon payment of the required visa fee. Upon
the granting of permanent residence to such
allen as provided for in this act, the Secre-
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota=-
control officer to deduct one number from
the appropriate quota for the first year that
such quota is available.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,

JOHANNA C. WILLEMSEN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 781)
for the relief of Johanna C, Willemsen.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:*

Be it enacted, ete,, That for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
Johanna C, Willemsen shall be held and con=
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to
the United States for permanent residence
as of the date of the enactment of this act
upon payment of the required visa fee. Upon
the granting of permanent residence to such
alien as provided for in this act, the Secre=
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota=
control officer to deduct one number from
the appropriate quota for the first year that
such quota is available.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion {o recon=-
sider was laid on the table.

WALTER CARL SANDER

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 685)
for the relief of Walter Carl Sander.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of.
the Treasury be and he is hereby authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $3,657.18 to Walter Carl Sander
of 2506 Beaumont Street, Green Bay, Wis,
in full settlement of any claims against the
United States for property loss sustained as
a result of a fire on April 14, 1952, while said
property was in the custody of the Army
and being transported from Fort Lawton,
Wash., to Camp McCoy, Wis.

With the following committee amend=
ment:

Page 1, line 5, after the word “appropri~
ated,” strike out the balance of line b5, all
of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, down to and
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including the word “Wisconsin” and insert
“to Warrant Officer (junior grade) Walter
Carl Sander, of 2506 Beaumont Street, Green
Bay, Wis., the sum of $3,557.18, in full settle-
ment of all claims against the United States
for the damages sustained by him on account
of damage to and destruction of his house-
hold goods by fire, which occurred on April
14, 1852, in a United States Army van, at
Camp MecCoy, Wis.,, while sald household
goods were loaded on such van, for which he
has not heretofore been compensated: Pro-
vided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act In excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be pald or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a nmrisdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.”

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

THEODORE J. HARTUNG AND MRS.
ELIZABETH HARTUNG

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 783)
for the relief of Theodore J. Hartung and
Mrs. Elizabeth Hartung.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Comptroller
General be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to credit the accounts of Theodore
J. Hartung and Mrs. Elizabeth Hartung, of
187 Colvin Street, Rochester, N. Y., in the
amount of $1,200, which was paid Mrs. Eliza~
beth Hartung as family allowance after the
discharge of the sald Theodore J. Hartung
from the Army of the United States from
December 1945 to November 1947, inclusive.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

JOHN LAMPROPOULOS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1345)
for the relief of John Lampropoulos.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $500 to John Lampropoulos, of 4228
Archer Avenue, Chicago, Ill, in full settle-
ment of all claims against the United States
as reimbursement for bond posted for Tassia
Kyriazis (nee Papadopoulos) on November
14, 18947: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or
delivered to or received by any agent or at-
torney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic=-
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.
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ARTHUR S. ROSICHAN

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 3522)
for the relief of Arthur S. Rosichan,

There being no objection, the Clerk

read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That Arthur S. Rosichan,
Buffalo, N. Y., is hereby relieved of all lia-
bility to pay to the United States the sum
of $1,935.85, said amount representing sums
disbursed by him while he was employed
from September 1, 1933, through December
31, 1934, as disbursing agent for the District
of Columbia Transient Service of the Fed-
eral Emergency Relief Administration. In
the settlement of the accounts of any officer
of the United States or the District of Co-
lumbia, full credit shall be given for any
amount for which liability is relieved by this
act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present,

The SPEAKER. Obviously a quorum
is not present.

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I move a
call of the House,

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to
their names:

[Roll No. 39]

Addonizio Dorn, N. Y. Morgan
Albert Dorn, 8. C. Morrison
Angell Eberharter Moulder
Bailey Fenton Mumma
Barden Fine Murray
Barrett Fulton Norblad
Belcher Gavin O'Neill
Bentsen Gordon Osmers
Blatnik Graham Patman
Boland Granahan Patten
Bolling Grant Pilcher
Bolton, Green Poulson

Frances P, Hagen, Calif, Powell
Bonin Harden Rayburn
Bow Hébert Reams
Bray Heller Rhodes, Ariz,
Brown, Ohio  Hillelson Rhodes, Pa.
Brownson Hoffman, Mich, Richards
Buchanan James Rivers
Bush Javits Roberts
Byrne, Pa. Kearns Rodino
Canfield Kee Roosevelt
Carnahan Kelley, Pa St. George
Carrigg Kersten, Wis Saylor
Case Kilburn Scott
Chatham Kilday Shafer
Chudoft King, Pa. Simpson, Pa.
Cole, Mo Kirwan Smith, Wis,
Colmer Klein Taylor
Corbett Knox Teague
Dague Landrum Wainwright
Dawson, I1l, Lanham ‘Walter
Deane LeCompte Wheeler
Dingell MecConnell Wickersham
Dodd McVey Wier
Dollinger Martin, Towa  Young
Donovan Miller, Eans.

The SPEAKER. On this rolleall, 319
Members have answered to their names,
a quorum,

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with,

l

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND
CURRENCY
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Banking and Currency may sit this
afternoon during general debate.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

PRIVATE CALENDAR

MAXWELL HARDWARE CO.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4048)
for the relief of the Maxwell Hardware
Co.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to the Maxwell
Hardware Co., Oakland, Calif,, the sum of
$5,015.17, together with interest com-
pounded at the rate of 6 percent per
annum from February 1, 1946. The pay=-
ment of such sum shall be in full settle-
ment of all claims of the said Maxwell Hard-
ware Co. against the United States arlsing
out of the inadvertent overpayment by such
company of excess profits taxes for the fiscal
year ending January 31, 1946. No part of
the amount appropriated in this act in ex-
cess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawiul, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person vio-
lating the provisions of this act shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Line 6, page 1, after the figures, strike out:
“together with interest compounded at the
rate of 6 percent from February 1, 1946.”

The committee amendment was
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

HARRINGTON & GRAHAM

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4432)
for the relief of the law firm of Harring=
ton & Graham.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to the law firm of
Harrington & Graham, Washington, D. C.,
the sum of $10,600. The payment of such
sum shall be in full settlement of the claim
of such firm against the United States for
legal services rendered from September 1947
to June 1950 by such firm in connection with
the defense of Toneo Shirakura and Osamu
Watanabe, certain Japanese sergeants wrong-
fully accused, convicted, and sentenced to be
hanged as violators of the laws and customs
of war by the United States of America: Pro=
vided, That no part of the amount appropri=
ated in this act in excess of 10 percent there=

_of shall be paid or delivered to or received by

any agent or attorney on account of services
rendered in connection with this claim, and
the same shall be unlawful, any contract to
the contrary notwithstanding, Any person
violating the provisions of this act shall be
deemed gulilty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum
not exceeding £1,000.
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With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$10,600” and in=
sert “'$3,500.”

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be enzrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

SISTER LOUISE MARIE JOSEPHINE
BELLOIR

The Clerk called the bill (8. 166) for
the relief of Sister Louise Marie Jo-
sephine Belloir.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Sister Louise Marie Josephine Belloir shall be
held and considered to have been lawfully
admitted to the United States for permanent
residence as of the date of the enactment of
this act, upon payment of the required visa
fee. Upon the granting of permanent resi-
dence to such alien as provided for in this
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct one
number from the appropriate quota for the
first year that such quota is available.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

SISTER JEANNE MARIA HENNETH
LANGLO

The Clerk called the bill (8. 167) for
the relief of Sister Jeanne Maria Hen-
neth Langlo.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of immigration and naturalization laws, Sis-
ter Jeanne Maria Henneth Langlo shall be
held and considered to have been lawfully
admitted to the United States for permanent
residence as of the date of enactment of
this act, upon payment of the required visa
fee. Upon the granting of permanent resi-
dence to such alien as provided for in this
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct
the proper quota-control officer to deduct
one number from the appropriate quota for
the first year that such quota is available.

The biil was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table,

TONI ANNE SIMMONS (HITOMI
URASAKI)

The Clerk called the bill (S. 193) for
the relief of Toni Anne Simmons (Hi-
tomi Urasaki).

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes

of sections 101 (&) (27) (A) and 205 of the’

Immigration and Nationallty Act, the minor
child Toni Anne Simmons (Hitomi Urasakl)
shall be held and considered to be the nat-
ural-born alien child of Sgt. and Mrs. Max L.
Simmons, citizens of the United States.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.
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JIMY OKUDA

The Clerk called the bill (S. 207) for
the relief of Jimy Okuda.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor
child, Jimy Okuda, shall be held and con-
sidered to be the natural-born alien child
of Master Sergeant and Mrs. Melvin C. Niet-
zel, citizens of the United States.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

GEORGIA ANDREWS

The Clerk called the bill (8. 371) for
the relief of Georgia Andrews.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor
child, Georgia Andrews, shall be held and
considered to be the natural-born alien
child of Mr. and Mrs. Gust Andrews, citizens
of the United States.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

GIVING RECOGNITION TO THE DIS-
TINGUISHED SERVICE OF COL.
J. CLAUDE KIMBROUGH

The Clerk called the bill (S. 709) to
give proper recognition to the distin-
guished service of Col. J. Claude Kim-
brough.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in recognition of
the outstanding service and contribution
made to the science of medicine and surgery
by Col. J. Claude Kimbrough, Medical Corps,
United States Army, retired, and to provide
that his mature professional judgment and
long experience may continue to remain
available to the public service, the President
is hereby authorized to designate the sald
Col. J. Claude Kimbrough, upon his retire-
ment from the active list, as consultant in
urology at Walter Reed Army Medical Center,
Washington, D. C. Such designation shall
be subject to the said Col. J. Claude Kim-
brough’s acceptance and shall be terminable
at his pleasure, or at the pleasure of the
Secretary of the Army. During the time
he serves under such designation, the said
Col. J. Claude Kimbrough shall be entitled
to receive, In lieu of his retired pay, the full
active-duty pay and allowances to which he
was entitled immediately prior to his
retirement.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CERTAIN CASES IN WHICH THE
ATTORNEY GENERAL HAS SUS-
PENDED DEPORTATION
The Clerk called the resolution (S.

Con. Res. 20) favoring the suspension of

deportation of certain aliens.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the resolution, as follows:
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep=-

resentatives concurring), That the Congress
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favors the suspension of deportation in the
case of each alien hereinafter named, in
which case the Attorney General has suspends=
ed deportation for more than 6 months:

A-6471827, Angelaras, James George.

A-7476562, Astwood, Carl Henry alias Carl
Brown, Clifford Astwood, Clifford Astford.

A-6854483, Baarle, Jan Van,

A-T7921576, Babkirk, Cecil Leonard.

A-9767669, Bari, Abdul.

A-6451068, Baruela, Carmen Verzola alias
Carmen Verzola Benales (nee Carmen Tsu-
cano Verzola).

A-T445007, Beck, Moises (Mozes).

A-T903408, Blyden, Ida Louise.

A-8106368, Boni, Rocco.

A-6904780, Bose, Peter alias Peter Ealten-
berger.

A-6081483, Botello-Antura, Manuel or As-
cension Botello-Antona, or Concepcion Bo=
tella-Antona.

A-5970209, Bouquet, Jean Pierre Edouard
alias Jean Pierre Edouard Chautemps.

A-T7863124, Bourguignon, Paul Henrl Jo-
seph.

A-6379324, Braudo, Abram.

A-3424078, Brunl, Gluseppe.

A-5969316, Callwood, Agnes Enez.

A-T983111, Chang, Kuo Chang. -~

A-3474752, Chen, Dora Tseng Fong.

A-5508435, Chiappane, Rose Margaret (nee
O'Neill).

A-9562048, Chong, Wong or Chong Wong
alias Tom Kin or Tam Een.

A-3541386, Chruszczyk, Jerry or George
Chruszczyk.

A-T7145949, Coleman, Sophie Emma.

A-8021893, Connor, Zabrina Bethelda.

A-T7390835, Costanzo, Francesco alias James
Scotto.

A-7828206, Crawford, Cristina M. (nee
Meily).

A-4502362, Cruz, Pomposo.

A-T305423, Csicsery-Ronay, Istvan,

A-5241207, Daly, Elsie May.

11:—79048. De Anda-Contreras, Ramon Ra-
miro.

A-2875289, De Bandala, Adelina Herrera
nee Adelina Herrera-Orvera or Despart or
Covarrubias,

A-3122673, De Frausto, Josefa Gonzalez or
Josefa Gonzalez-De La O.
toA—-TB'IBQBT, De Gongzalas, Maria Ana Mon-

ya.

A-T978918, De Montoya, Maria Ramirez vda.

A-T7980331, Montoya, Victoria.

A-T873807, Denkins, Constance Carmela.

A-5673755, Denniston, Carlton Sylvanus or
Carlton Sylvanios Denniston, alias “Frenchy”.

A-6425349, De Ramirez, Julia Ortiz or Ju-
lia Ortiz-Rodriguez of Julia R. Ortiz,

A-T139138, De Sousa, Jose Esteves,

A-T7927613, Di Lieto, Joseph. =

A-556T7326, Douglas, Miriam Adelia Con-
stantia (nee West).

A-95675561, Drumo, John.

A-T7539105, Du, Darfoon.

A-4563438, Dutchak, Semen Nicol alias
Sam Nicol Dutchak and Frank Hoffman.

4;\—7249128, Eerenberg, Grietje (nee Huizen-
ga).

A-T203900, Eerenberg, Johannes.

A~-5860280, Ehlert, Antone Frederick.

A-6626042, Eleazarian, Anahide Boudji-
kanian.

A-8039483, Felix-Avila, Pedro or Juan San-
chez.

A-T023558, Fernandez-Parada,
Armida.

A-T457597, Fleischner, Eurt.

A-6989467, Flores-Limon, Macario.

A-T983045, Forbes, Verna Herodia.

A—4657800, Frazer, Luther Daniel or Luther
Daniel Fraser or Luther Fraser or Louls Fra=
Zer.

A-4717221, Furnari, Mary Frances.

A-4539679, Caputo, Antonia Frances Helen.

A-8106620, Gallo, Antonio or Antonio Do=
menico Mario Gallo.

A-3T45514, Garcia, Manuel.

A-T962512, Garcla-Jaime, Secundino,

A-T130995, Garza, Francisco Benavides,

Consuelo
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A-6819008, Ghazi, Ibraham Moses or Abra«
ham Moses Ghazi.

A-3501839, Graf, Ludwig or Louls Graf.

A-6938849, Gravitsky, Catherine alias Cath-
erine Ulrich,

A-6087876, Gushi, Chiru Gushiken.

A-5981991, Gushi, Eoshin.

A-59665565, Guth, Dora Eathleen.

A-4132492, Gutlerrez-Lavorico, Rosa.

A-9757521, Haw, Tek King.

A-3456258, Hayashi, Toshiko or Toshiko
Tani Hayashi.

A-1660305, Heinzie, William Eleasar.

A-8106367, Hernandez-Borja, Carlos.

A-7849795, Heron, Victor Joseph.

A-6315638, Holtzman, Andree Francoise
({nee'Le Mentec).

A-7390566, I1-Begl, Tajl Motamedi.

A-1339705, Jacques, Gerardus.

A-T677448, Jankowska, Maria or Maria
Btawska,

A-T356278, Jankowski, Sylwim.

A-T055678, Kaainoni, Leopoldine Maria
Forjan.

A-4544T710, Katz, Samuel alias (first
names) : David, Samuel D,, Samuel Samuel
David, David Samuel; (last names): Gold-

cheker, Goldseker, Goldchecker, Goldsecker,
Golsecker,

A-T7802020, Klapp, Margarete XEarolina
Suzanne Magdalene alias Gretl Klapp.

A-4773382, Kovalink, Mary (nee Tkachuk).

A-2636329, Kyriacatos, Christ N,

A-8091971, Lavie, Laetitia Afivor Hiamabe.

A-9069826, Lee Fal.

A-3401031, Leuecl, Josephine (nee Salvems-
ini alias Angela Basso).

A-7821878, Liddell, David Francis.

A-TT707784, Limon, Maria Fernandez y.

A-T758995, Lin, Euo-Yung.

A-6703347, Lin, Florence Shen or Pung-
Hwa Shen.

A-6989301, Liu, Wel KEung.

A-9686023, Look, Pong alias Pang Jung.

A-5849282, Lumbantobing, Muara.

A-T7247958, Macias-Hernandez, Zenon.

A-4627136, Martinoff, Sophie Vladimir
formerly (Eovalevsky, formerly Blagoy for-
merly Golikova (nee Dafergoff).

A-T050100, Mata, Reyes.

A-8532298, Mathlesen, Wollfert.

A-4011396, McLaughlin, Margaret
(nee O'Shea).

A-5487436, Meler, Constance Mary allas
Mrs. F. W. Meler.

A-2101785, Miyagishima, Eatsugoro.

A-4502949, Miyashita, Nobuichi or Jim
Miyashita.

A-2595310,

Jane

Modl, Richard.

A-3890186, Monteiro, Jose Maria.
A-8106350, Moreno, Raquel Cordova.
A-8091152, Morgan, Mildred Lillian (nee

Lewis).
A-6149807, Munsie, Margaret Alice.
A-T945035, Musella, Pasquale,

A-5155465, Nakayama, Tomojiro.

A-4525627, Nakayama, Masako.

A-T903015, Navarro-Ornelas, Jose.

A-6961608, Ngun, Kong Tsao or Katherine
Kong formerly Tsao Ngun Woolridge.

A-5461589, O'Connor, Marie,

A-8106496, Orlove, Gregor Boris,

A-8106491, Palma, Francisco De Sousa
Romeiras allas Frank Santas.

A-8091736, Panela, Jose Senoa.

A-3564917, Pesole, Nicola.

A-T941829, Pimentel-Palacios, Lorenzo.

A-T927525, Ramirez Sebastion.

A-T197620, Ricciardella, Felice alias Philip
Ricciardella,

A-2080844, Robinson, Lawrence Robert.

A-5301630, Robledo-Guajardo, Pedro.

A-5571122, Runge, Frederick Wilhelm Ar-
thur or Friedrich Runge or Friedrich W.
Runge of Friedrich Wilhelm Arthur Runge.

A-6423124, Sabbah, Edgard Moussa.

A-6685257, Sanchez, Salvador or Salvador
Gopar-Sancheg.

A-1091331, Sandgval-Barrientos, Eulalio.

A-6816890, Sekros, Sofia or Sekropoulos.

A-6817370, Sekros, Efterpi.
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A-6500225, Serbeniades, Vasilios D.Lmltrol&

A-1282034, Shirae, Shinzo.

A-6377708, Siegel, Hazel Keitha Ashle,?

A-2056945, Simpson, John MacLaurin alias
John MacLaurin.

A-6723494, Spotorno, Giuseppe.

A-5946348, Sun, Wong (Sang).

A-6147036, Sutter, Doris Lucille,

A—-6147037, Sutter, Harry John.

A-9T776880, Szwec, Teodor.

A-T000271, Taylor, Herbert Robert or Her=
bert Robert Gillespie.

A-5998831, Torres, Rodolfo Valencla.

A-5443687, Touma, Nahima (Norma).

A-6628906, Vafiadis, Konstantine Daniel.

A-6628909, Vafiadis, Ekaterina Ellena.

A-0624272, Valk, Cornelius William or
William Valk.

A-5818944, Vernlce, Vito.

A-8091058, Waage, Solveig, Johannessen,

A-2536887, Wang, Joseph En-Pao.

A-5871669, Weber, Helnrich Ignatz alias
Henry Weber.

A-T7910008, Wenckheim, Beatrice Mary or
Beata Wenckheim,

A-T7353077, Wexler, Jeanette or Jeanette
Moser.

A-1331075, William, Goerge Eapa.

A-5741883, Willlamson, Robert or Robert
T. Willlamson.

A-5281604, Willison, Margaret Rose.

A-6924621, Wood, Valerie Laverne (nee
Hamilton).
. A-4354547, Yglesias, Remedlos VasqUuez (nee

Perez).

A-4715237, Yruegas-Bueno, Raymundo, or
Raymundo Yruegas, or Raymundo Iruegas-
Bueno.

A-3894324, Zinnamosca, Joseph Anthony.

A-6355233, Zulueta, Enrique Cosfa.

A-2858251, Amzqua, Donato.

A-2384429, Andrade, Aniba, or Hanibal
De Andrade.

A-9767603, Andresen, Ragnar.

A-6984215, Andruchow, Peter, or Peter

Andy.
A-7131569, Asymkos, Johanna, nee Frent-
zos, or Ioanna George Frentzos.
. A-6613791, Baillie, Sophie Margarethe.
A-5447673, Baptista, Manuel Gomes, oOr
Manuel Gomes Batista.
A-5540288, Barbulescu, Arghir Juan, or Bob
Barbulescu.
A-7828698, Baublis, Mary, nee Vizaimis-
kiute.
A-6172608, Bautista, Antonio Marquez,
A-6172609, Bautista; Antonio Molin.
A-G604116, Belmonte, Fidencia Alvarado.
A-9836641, Bergersen, Else Berit.
_ A-1716162, Biiber, Hugo.
A-6390963, Bochner, Moses.
A-2834288, Bosher, Laura Annfe.
A-T131924, Capua, Dioscoro.
A-71756316, Cardenas-Lalinde, Luis Edu-
ardo, or Lusi E. Cardenas.
A-6522838, Chen, Chi Hsin, or Chi Hsin
Chow.
_ A-6451980, Chen, Fu Llem Franklin, or
Fu Liem Chen.
A-8010634, Chinnery, Harold Henrique.
A-7971824, Choo, Sa Sik, or Sa 8ik Eun
Bong Lee Choo.

A-T879888, Choo-Chew, Chang, or Chu-
Chiu Chang.

A-T78T79887, Ling, Chang Loo (nee Hang
Loo Ling)

A-7858908, Chu, Ming, or Chu Ming.

A-5263138, Chu, Yong Chen, or Chu-Yong-
Chen or Joseph Paul Chu.

A-T035759, Cortez, Miguel Jose Juan.

A-3590687, Cottakls, Nicholas Leonidas.

A-T127881, Coussls, Theodore John.

A-T7394774, Currle, Olga May Campbell, or
Olga May Currie (nee Campbell).

A-T356548, D'Alfonso, Yolanda, or Yolanda
Zanfrisco, or Iolanda Zanfrisco, or Yolando
Mazzela.

A-6554691, De Banuchl, Esperanza Cruz.

A-5816898, De Cortez, Juana Anica Aragon.

A-2924399, Dedousis, Anthony, or Papa-
doupulis,

A-1955451, De Florlo, Angelina Macias.
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A-2732596, De Hernandez, Florentina Car-
‘denas Murillo or Flora Murrillo de Hernan-
dez.

A-9698428, Delen, Borje KEuno.

A-6044903, De Leon, Rosa Prudencia.

A-6877285, De Lopez, Carmen Lopez or
Carmen Lopez vda de Chavez or Juana Lopez
or Carmela Lopez.

A-B8877277, Chavez-Lopez, Maria Rita or
Maria Rita Chavez-Lopez.

A-T7188338, De Salazar, Lorenza Guzman or
Lorenza Guzman S.

A-4724593, De Self, Mary Louise Nava or
Maria Luisa Avelar.

A-6295508, De Vito, Stella Marie.

A-3998273, De Yanez, Josefa Avelar.

A-B082378, Diakostamatis, Michael or Mi-
chael Thomas.

A-9620397, Diakoyanis, Stamatios Georglos.

A-3064690, Dilullo, Dominic Antonio.

A-2859923, Dong, Ruby Lee (nee Ruby Lee
Joe or Shew Guey Jew).

A-T7890880, Duarte, Rafael Argentino.

A-7119155, Dudley, Ella (nee Stopard).

A-2830750, Edwards, Reginald Stanley.

A-7054530, Eskildsen, Edward Carl.

A-2365566, Evans, Edra Varona.

A-6515700, Farrant, Laurence Geoffrey.

A-T7983049, Filoteo, Gennaro.

A—4845245, Fleischer, Martin Andreas.

A—4007904, Frangakis, Ioannis or John or
James Audre Frangakis or John Andre
Frages.

A-1000369, Franz-Josef of Austria, Arch-
duke or Prince Don Francisco-Jose De Habs-
burgo ¥ Borbon or Francisco-Jose De Habs-
burgo Borbon.

A-1410440, Borbon, Princess Martha De
Habsburgo or Marta De Habsburgo Borbon
nee Marta Beumer Locatelli.

A-5101358, Friedman, David.

A-3625157, Fujino, Chuji (Chester).

A-6644479, Gagliardi, Gluseppina Gasdia.

A-T7188303, Garcla-Larios, Juan Angel.

A-T140534, Gawel, Wladyslaw Jan or John
Gavel or Walter Gawel.

A-2263835, Giacalone, Ignazio or Joseph
Giacalone or Joe Glacalone.

A-6819623, Giordano, Vincenzo.

A-9025886, Glavan, Mijo Mate.

A-9715436, Gonzalez, Hermino Castillo.

A-T7423227, Gonzalez, Josefina Garcia de.

A-6063722, Gonzalez-Hernandez, Galdino.

A-6200611, Goseco, Francisco Navarro.

A-6207837, Goseco, Nenita Bradley.

. A-6207839, Goseco, Elizabeth Bradley.
A-6207838, Goseco, Margarita Bradley.
A-T284919, Gotsis, Theonl Athanasiou or

Theoni Athanasiou Barlos.

A-T137743, Gradillas-Calsada, Jesus.

A-T7290364, Gradillas-Gradillas, Jesus.

A-7290365, Gradillas-Gradillas, Domingo.

A-T72903866, Gradillas-Gradillas, Eduardo.

A-6920657, Grant, Frederick Willlam alias
Lenord Grant.

A-4684021, Grimmesey, Satoye allas Satoye
Itagakl allas Kay Grimmesey.

A-8021475, Hachisuka, Masako.

A-6345097, Hansen, vivienne Kathleen
(nee Smith).

A-1478191, Hattorl, 'radashl or Frank Hat-
tori.

A-T079560, Henriksen, Corina Kyllingmark
or Corina Kyllingmark.

A-3436032, Heron, Edward Peter,

A-7981944, Hjort, Paul Konrad Thorvold or
Paul Hoyt to Paul Thorvold Konrad Hjort or
Paul Konrad Thorvald Hjort or P. Hoyt or
Paul Eonrad T. Hjort or Paul Konrad Thor-
vold Tjorst or Paul Hjort.

A-T197027, Holguin, Gregoria or Gregoria
Hoigium De Godfrey or Georgia H. Godfrey.

A-4963380, Horshan, Bruno Hugo.

A-6847799, Huang, Pao Chyuan or Pao-
Chyuan Huang.

- A-6958638, Huang, Shao Chen (nee Shao

Chen Wu or Shao-Shen Wu).

A-2470946, Iman, James or Mohammed
Bin Abdullah. 2

A-6670228, Ingdal, John Andreas.

A-T423243, Jarrett, Adriel,
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A-5605708, Johnson, Eveline Mary former-
ly Larr (nee Lauria).

A-5602270, Kalafatich, Gregory or George
or Grgo Kalafatich.

A-1823997, Kanakakos, Panagiotis alias
Peter Eanakos or Panos Kanakakos.

A-3196587, Karanas, John or Ioannis Teo=
doro.

A-1710620, Karavidas, Petros or Peter
Nicholas Papas or Petros Pappos or Pete

Kﬁsum, Kasparian, Minas or Arnak
Minas Kasparian.

A-1883332, Kennedy, John.

A-1381848, Kershaw, Frederick,

A-5792320, Kershaw, Ann.

A-6680602, Kettler, Geoula Rachel.

A-T284087, Krause, Luciana Ansaldo (nee
Ansaldo).

A-9769909, Kristoffersen, Osvald Meier or
Osvald Kristoffersen or Osvald M. KristofTer-
son, Oswald Kristoffersen.

A-6811608, Kulikov, Laura (nee Samoy=
loff).

;\)-8031133, Kim, Young Ja (nee EKwon).

A-5575162, Langlais, Mary Frances or Mary
F. Langlais. i

A-5464805, Langlais, Pascaline Maud.

A-T130594, Lassince, George.

A-T115976, Lattyak, Ellen Marianne for-
merly Ellen Marianne Herdan.

A-8117167, Lekic, Maria (nee Humer).

1600-99344, Levine, Dianne Lee.

0300344955, Lewis, John or Babun.

A-5901797, Lung, Vincent Leslie or Eng
Hong Doon. A

A-7858241, Malorano, Francesco or Frank
Maiorano.

A-3761454, Malik, Abdul.

A-T862064, Maloberti, Irma.

A-7280460, Margules, Esther or Esyera
Frydman or Esther Frydman Ackerman.

A-T445601, Martinez, Domingo (Sunny).

A-T300663, Martinez, Martin,

A-3010001, Mastrantoni, Ignazio.

A-1088773, Matsuo, Shigeru.

A-6721172, May, Mon Tin alias Mon Tin,

A-6097030, Melendez, Elsie Egea.

A-6525483, Mendoza-Trujillo, Jose,

A-6802547, Miguel, Francisco San.

A-3356136, Mistretta, Vito.

A-T058320, Mitchell, Marie.

Maggia.

A-5173117, Moggia, Arideo alias Arideo.

A-6918512, Molocea, Eugene, d

A-6918513, Molocea, George or Gheorghe.

A-17019900, Moulas, Elaine Gust formerly
Helen Moulas.

A-6888048, Moustafa, Hussein Eamel.

A-T7366601, Murray, Helen alias Helen
Clanin.

A-4706795, Mustafa, Mohamed.

A—4706775, Mustafa, Dina Merita.

A-7828672, Mustafa, Lillian.

A-6402414, Naboa, Patrocinio P. Navidad.

A-4518091, Naboa, Roy.

A-T7290839, Nenna, Vito.

0-5977617, Noguni, Eame.

A-6240780, Neely, Antoinette.

A-T7203934, Ocaranza, Aurelia.

A-T203935, Cortez, Angelina.

A-70920168, Ortegon, Pablo or Pablo Orte-
gon-Dominguez.

A-2500077, Ozdemlir, Orham Sakir.

A-4968317, Pagan, Virginia Felix or Vir-
ginia Felix.

A-T145867, Parrilla, Josefa.

A-5444738, Peel, Ampara or Amparo Perez.

A-3818102, Pesce, Paul Anthony alias An-
tonio Pesce alias Paul Pesce.

A-6811855, Pestic, Prospero.

A-4988608, Pettersson, Allgot.

A-5043396, Pisarski, Joseph.

A-T7116336, Ponitkoff, George V.

A-T116337, Ponitkoff, Vadim V.

A-T7044542, Posen, Ibolya (nee Endzweig).

A-9831052, Primavera, Tommaso or Tom=-
masso Primavera.

A-T145943, Prisciandaro, Damano.

A-T387859, Procaccio, Michele.

A-3498519, Pullal, Armand or Armugam
Pullai.
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A-T7955664, Pyman, Ada Gertrude (nee

¥ Terry).

A-8091703, Rainey, Margaret Amy formerly
Budbury (nee Wittingham).

A-5205100, Ramirez, Jose.

A-5088032, Ramirez, Manuel or Manuel
Ramirez Canuta Sicon.

A-T717576, Reel, Virginia Pauline (nee
Hulsman).

A-7927029, Reimer, Mary or Mary Fowler or
Mary Farrelly.

A-4513345, Revello, Antelo Arthur or An=-
belo Revello.

A-1131359, Rose, Christian, Heinrich or
Carl Rose.

A-2572993, Rossl, Marie Anna.

A-3743323, Russomanno, Nicola.

A-3205205, Sabo, Samuel Ivon, Jr.

A-6371788, Salinas-Martinez, Jose Emigdio.

A-6881658, Sarian, Jirair Nerse.

A-T7082564, Sasso, Flora Erma or Flora
Erma Rizzi or Erminia Domenica Bonini.

A-8021832, Saunders, Mabel (nee Mabel
Benjamin alias Eugenie Prince).

A-7280051, Schauflinger, Elaus Dieter or
Bobby Bishop.

A-6178370, Schermerhorn, Paulina Maligos.

A-2491132, Schlel, Peter.

A-2491128, Schilel, Suszan
Muller).

A-1219097, Sciancalepore, Giammaria alias
John Sciancalepore.

A-2592388, Scicluna, Anna.

A-6985470, Shahan, Nevart (nee Aslroglu
or Ashroglu).

A-2727483, Shimizu, Hideakl.

A-4404619, BSikora, Mary alias Mary
Shmura.

A-5600476, Singh, Jawala.

0502-6163, Sipsis, George allas George
Callins.

A-6848763, Smith, Marla Carmen.

A-9825453, Socolich, John Anthony.

A-5127063, Steel, Joseph William.

A-3520552, Steinlauf, Eduard Elieser.

A-6791514, Strahammer, Josef Vincent.

A-55652117, Takizawa, Kichiro or EKenny
Takizawa.

A-4116938, Tana, Antonio or Anthony Tar=
rio or Julio Tarrio or Julian Farrio.

A-4209592, Tana, Lucia Molino.

A-6609640, Tavlarides, Cortesis Vassilios.

A-7388957, Torres, Joagquin.

A-7388958, Torres, Jesus Manuel,

A-T388959, Torres, Socorro.

A-T388960, Torres, Ruben Narciso.

A-8091254, Towles, Katherine.

A-7491336, Ulrich, Patricla.

A-T995810, Vaca-Reyes, Miguel.

A-B487513, Vartanyan, Hayik or Haig Var-
tanyan.

A-5832901, Vela-Garza, Rufino.

A-4235815, Vela-Garza, Jesusa.

A-4235816, Vela-Garza, Santos.

A-9732674, Visser, Adolph.

A-9579878, Vrolyk, Jan Zier.

A-6524277, Weinberger, Chaim Hersh.

A5582983, Weiss, Arnold or Irving Weiss or
Weist alias User.

A-8021437, Willard, Cherle Eugenie form-
erly Eemp.

A-81170186,
Samuel Lowe.

A-4528159, Wollion, John or John Walian.

A-5951210, You Chen Tuck or Chang Tuch
¥ou or Chenk Tuck You.

A—4794527, Young, Chee Dick alias Clarence
Chee Dick Young.

A-4120628, Young, Frank allas Tien Fu
Yang.

A-6291236, Zahawi, Faizi Khalid.

A-6374953, Zahawi, Sevim Miral,

A-T034695, Zeid, Larry.

A-2353697, Zemmel, Leon or Leon Semel or
Leon Seml Lelbisch or Leon Semmel.

A-6738148, Zielinskl, Claudia (nee Dom=
brovski).

A-T469542, Balaba, Daniel.

A-1472027, Berndt, Heinz Werner,

A-T7898442, Blagrove, Archibald Nathan or
Nathan Blagrove.

(nee Suzan

Wilmot, Noel Eaton allas
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A-T073695, Bollino, Savino or Babino or
Bollino or Bellino Savino or Savaino or Sa-
bino Bellino.

A-2752500, Boneich, SBam.

A-2411018, Calderon, Jesus Alejandre.

0300,/394666, Calero, Gladys or Gladys Mil-
agra Negrin-Rodrigues.

0300,/394667, Calero,
Negrin-Rodriguesz.

A-3377743, Camla, Bonfiglio or Phil Camia
or Giacomo-Cavana.

A-T132987, Chu, Edith Ju-Hwa or Edith
Tseng-Chun Chu or Edith Ju-Hwa.

A-T457602, Chu, Tseng-Chun.

A-T025727, Chung, Jack.

V-1240753, Dadaian, Serabl Adour (nee Ea-
bakian).

A-2555368, De Ramirez, Ernestina Escobar
or Ernestina Ramirez or Ernestina Escobar
Ad Echevarria.

A-9692102, De (or Do) Rosario, Joaquim
Franciseo Lopes or Joagqulm Rosario or Roas-
ario; Joaquim Francisco Lopes Rosario;
Joaquim Maria Franecisco; Joaquim Maria
Francisco Rosario; Joaquim Francisco De
Rosario or Derosario; Joackim Rosario; Joa-
quin Rosario; Joaquim or Joaguim Fran-
cisco Rosario; Joaquin F. Rosario; Joaquim
De Rosario,

1700-5241, Dolor, Rosalla Ea (Estefania Ea).

A-T7975641, Donovan, Ione Orilda.

A-3449690, Dwyer, Michael Francis.

A-T351273, Eng, Frank Gee or Ng Fong.

A-5394243, Enlow, Julia Irene.

A-6912654, Fiore, Marie Loulse (nee Wil-
liams formerly Horton).

A-5960623, Flanagan, Ursel Renate Meyer
(nee Ursel Renate Meyer).

A-T070741, Flores, Maria Teresa.

0300-311750, Fong, Eng Lun or Hoy Yin.

A-2582238, Garcia, Amancia or Amancia
Hernandez.

A-65T74522, Garcla, Andrew Winant.

A-2469265, Garcia, Eduardo or Eduardo
Garcia Ris or Viriato Guttierrez.

A-4705880, Gardella, Giluseppe allas Carlos
Alonso.

A—6825202, Gergits, Hannelore Stefanle.

A-6825203, Gergits, Karl Alois.

A-3535341, Giannicchini, Gino or Gino
Giannecchini or Gino Giannichini or Gino
Glannechini.

A-6498461, Gonzalez, Hector Manuel Mo~
desto-Lopez or Hector Frager,

A-9836695, Hansen, Niels Thuroe.

A-6820912, Hassab, Antoine Antoun.

A-6329569, Henryk, Jan or John Henry
SBtillbach. -

A-6872523, Huff, Lucille May Plummer,

A-3112979, Ealtenmaler, Eugen.

A-58838564, Eenyeres, Andras or Andras
Kanczuga,

A-5883855, Eenyeres, EKrisztina formerly
Erisztina Deak (nee Molnar).

A-4685154, Knuth, Herman Ernst.

A-9659166, Kondiles, Gabriel.

A-9671075, Koolhoven, Herman.

A-T7983079, Lanuez, Luils Alfredo or Luis
Alfredo Laneuz Mendive.

A-6T730666, Liao, Tien Ren.

A-6886839, Liao, Wei Ping Wu.

A-8064339, Maclas-Hague, Edna Antonio
Alleen.

A-5566403, Maruyama, Masamorl or Paul
Masamori Maruyama.

A-5960624, Meyer, Irmgard Emma Martha,

A-56T73350, Muller, Joseph or Joe Muller.

A-5531956, Nagel, Charles Bernhard.

A-5970800, Neugebauer, Erich.

A-59T70801, Neugebauer, Gwenyth Audrey.

A-5970802, Neugebauer, Audrey Moonyeen,

A-5886923, Nibbs, Phyllis Geneva,

A-6965247, Nordmark, Dalton Everett.

A-4360220, Ogle, William.

A-1690705, O'Leary, Elizabeth.

A-T192474, Osio, Antonio De Guerrero.

A-T192475, Osio, Angelina Villasenor De.

V-192353, Pedota, Guiseppi Nicola,

A-5995217, Pena-Flores, Salvador.

1407-20647, Pena, Maria Lopez De.

A-T1T76011, Pereira, Francisca Josefa.

Isabel or Isabel
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A-T7457684, Perez, Rafael BSantiago San-
chez Y,

A-T7457685, Perez,
chez ¥,

A-6332084, Pires, Donald George.

-A-2523066, Ransom, Alexandra Serjanko
formerly Alexandra Zrum.

A-5976847, Richards, Robert Vincent or
Robert Vincent Soso.

A-4763940, Robinson, Hilda Amy Jane nee
Hilda Soso.

A-2927242, Romano, Francesco or Frank
Romano.

A-8001608, Rosberg, Nechama or Nechama
Farber.

A-48T1200,
Fleming).

A-4272778,

A-2414442,
Schaffer.

A-56933265,

Miriam Rogelia San=

Royce, Dorothy Beryl (nee
Santiago, Joseph.

Schaffer, Ludwig or Louls John

Shaw, Gilbert Henry.
A-5693320, Shaw, Edward Meredith.
A-T7197890, Shuster, David Abram.
A-7197892, Shuster, Ida (nee Rubin).
A-97656543, Springvloed, Arnold or Arnoldus

Springvloed or Springbloed.

A-4024200, Steinbrecher, Eduard Georg or
George Edward Steinbrecher or Edward or
Eduard Steinbrecher.

A-6449231, Stephanidis, Dean Constantine
John.

A-5015878, Ticehurst, Katherine Elizabeth
(nee McLellan).

A-3161661, Tsarnas, Stephanos Emanuel.

A-6275119, Valdovino-Navarro, Francisco.

A-5320050, Welch, Cecll Carlisle.

A-T445720, Wen, Shao Lien or Shao Hsiung.

A-1560215, Wong, Shi Ching or Wong Shi
Ching.

A-4491534, Yee, Cora Sue Moy (nee Moy or
Moy Su Wah or Su Wah Moy or Cora Sue
Moy).

A-9836629, Zvans, Carl or Karlis Zvans or

Karl Zvans.

A-T140102, Acosta, Gregorio or Gregorio
Acosta Rodriguez.

A-T7140088, Carreon, Maria Mercedes or Ma-
ria Mercedes Carreon De Acosta.

A-5804142, Afentakis, Konstantinos D.

A-3444860, Antonoff, Spass or Spass An-
thony or Stanley Anthony.

A-5444895, Avramides, Clearchos Hercules.

A-T962226, Ayo-Guanilo, Gabriel or Gabriel
Ayo or Lucio Gabriel Ayo-Guanilo.

A-3798195, Balsamo, Raffaele or Ralph Bal-
BANO.

A-5930326, Barry, Violet Marle,

A-6062967, Bateman, Florence Lillam for-
merly Florence Lilian Cunningham,

V-941386, Bertuccel, Primo.

A-1743346, Borina, Nadina Grigorieva or
Nadina Roman Grigorieva Borina or Nadina
Roman Bakaleinikoff.

A-5693328, Bradley, Edith May (nee Shaw).

A-T7049692, Brewster, Adelia Keturah.

ATB41167, Castillo, Ana Alvia nee Leon=-
Martinez.

A-8014959, Christian, Ethel Virginia,

A-6399522, Cooper, Josefa Artiles or Josefa
Artiles or Josefa Artiles Vasquez.

A-T7251660, Crivello, Anna (nee San Fi-
lippo).

V-934834, Cutino, Caterina Sansone.

A-4025239, De Castro, Erilda Agatha.

A-6476416, de Hoyos-Torres, Enrique or
Henry de Hoyos.

A-T7702320, de Mederios, Agnelo Clemen=-
tino.

A-6937351, Dertien, Maart]e (nee Sleutel).

, De Soto, Maria Salazar.

A-1162399, De Velasquez, Natividad Lopez
(nee Natividad Lopez).

A-5101863, Di Gilorglo, Domenico or Claglo
Bennardo.

A-T057985, Diorio, Mary Carmela.

A-9535114, Do Nascimento, Joaguim or
Joaguin Do Nacimento or Joaquin De Nas-
cimento.

A-T178251, Dounlas, Garifalitas or Garifa-
litea, or Garlfalia (nee Trango).

A-B001797, Erkus, Ali Orhan.

A-8001796, Erkus, Guzide Nesrian,
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A-5948745, Fleming, Ina.

A-T7049155, Florio-Macias, Armando.

A-9825449, Fong, Eng Gum,

A-5966266, Foy, Rachel Ann.

A-8017203, Freeman, Samuel Frederick.

A-T122091, Freshour, Raimund Haring.

A-7197981, Gagliarducci, Pacifico,

A-2346359, Garcla, Felix P.

A-T978757, Garcia-Hurtardo, Alfonso.

A-T903421, Gibbs, Samuel James.

A-8021949, Glass, Anya formerly Chana
Singer.

A-7995664, Gomez, Jorge.

A—4827036, Gon, Mary Tom or Mary Quon
Yee or Fung Kum or Gow Sheung or Fong
Dai Muey.

A-6846919, Gonzalez, Genaro.

A-6846016, Gonzalez, Manuela Herlinda.

A-6846917, Gonzalez, Alicia.

A-8846918, Gonzalez, Roman Alfredo.

A-5233140, Gonzalez-Vela, Manuel.

A-5352453, Grasso, Joseph.

A-4350194, Grenier, Marie Jeanne (nee
Beauchemin).

A-6482237, Griffiiths, Ada Agnes.

A-6482236, Griffiths, Thomas Littleton, Jr.

A-6482235, Griffiths, John Scott Randolph.

A-7435313, Grossholz, Iris.

A-T435314, Grossholz, Heldemarie.

A-T189146, Guccione, Matteo.

A-4066587, Gugliotta, Michael Guiseppe or
Michele Guiseppe Gugliotta.

A-5967979, Gumbs, Joseph Nathaniel,

A-6549358, Hallas, Mary Lillian.

A-1577231, Harlan, Doris May.

A-T043770, Harrigan, Cecll Cleve.

A-4347545, Haskakis, Willlam or Basilios
Haskakis.

V-661046, Heong, EKwal Ting alias May
Ewal or Ting Heung Ewal.

V-1078872, Hiatt, Clemintina Bedoy.

A-T999538, Hoover, George Melvin.

A-3683690, Hoskinson, Bertha Rosalie or
Berta Tiant de Munoz or Bertha Rosalie
Tiant Y Rodriguez or Bertha Nonoz or
Bertha Tyndall.

A-6896031, Hyder, Yvonne G. (nee Had-
dad). :

A-8014950, Industrious, Va.lentine

A-5T782508, Industrious, May Louise.

A-5438893, Itzkovitz, Evelyn Eve (nee
Schnaier).

A-4889195, Jakush, Alexander.

56263 /630, Karavasilis, Michalis or Ghatzl-
michalis or Hajimihalis or Hatsimihalis alias
Demetrius or James Hajimihalis or Hatsi-
mihalis.

A-4133211,
Oscar Herbert.

A-T7983188, King, Albertha.

A-1719615, King, Ordenia Gwyndhor (nee
Garrold).

A-T7849694, Lay, Joachim Ellery.

A-T356719, Lee, Yue Chang or Yue Lee.

A-5971755, Leonard, Alice Olivia.

A-5921673, Lettsome, Anita (nee Venzen).

A-T7802509, Lettsome, Norris Alexander,

A-35658556, Lewls, Rene Rose.

A-6450121, Liang, Daisy Yu Ching Liu for-
merly Yu Ching Liu.

A-6271439, Liang, Ta.,

A-T415647, Lois, Ramon Novas.

A-4482881, Luecchino, Antonio.

A-6982455, Magas, Venetia Andre (nee
Fragoyiannopoulou).

A—4937264, Malandruccolo, Michele L. or
Mike Malandruccolo.

A-4276678, Marohnich, Anton.

A-2578212, Mazzilli, Giluseppe.

A-6205358, Mcllvain, Pilar Toblas.

A-5067380, Mirbach, Wilhelm Joseph or
William Joseph Mirbach.

A-1631832, Nash, Frank Jesse alias Frank
Jesse Naish.

A-8117351, Navarro-Lozano, Rafael,

A-3851088, Neave, Dorothy Kathleen (nee
Smith).

A-6402284, Nicolas, Jolita Quimangan alias
Felipa SBalbosa Laforga,

A-3432011, Nilsen, Alfred Edwart Martin.

A-~D607259, Penn, Gibson Alonzo.

A-5852635, Penn, Ophelia Perlina.

Kellman, John Reuben or
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A-5988740, Petersen, Ellen Rebecca.

A-6295510, Picciottoll, Josephine Lucy (nee
Cuomo).

A-2522320, Radoontsoff, John E.

A-8102958, Ranck, Gladys Karolyn for-
merly Kanther formerly Halliday (nee
Madill).

A-B860161, Rodriguez, Otilia Planas Pun-
celes (nee Otilia Planas Punceles) or Otilia
Funceles-Planas.

A-B065865, Ronan, Alexander Wallace,

A-5987803, Ronan, Christina.

A-3458654, Ronzakolski, Wladyslaw or
Walter Rolland.

A-T967458, Salta, Isaac or Issac. f

A-6178372, Schermerhorn, Esperanza Ban=
gui.

A—4847982, Schnaier, Liba.

A-4907048, Schnaier, Louis.

A-T7980202, Seller, Madeleine Antoinette.

A-6002100, Smith, Conrad Arthur.

A-8010661, Smith, Inez Beatrice.

A-6631947, Soroko, Haim.

A-6544316, Standaart, Johanna Marga=-
retha.

A-(611877, Steffen, Marie Elizabeth (nee
Weber), formerly Czekalla or Elsie Steffah.

A-7111334, Stiers, Dorothy (nee Bok Ye
Pak

A 6816811 Stout, Maria Grazia Russo (nee
Maria Grazia Russo).

A-6245757, Strat, Athena.

A-T7065645, Sun, Lee Wing.

A-T0656635, Quong, Lee Wing.

A-3092016, Tachibana, Tku.

A-4641933, Takakuwa, Yayol.

A-T6067T71, Tiber, Erwin or Ervin Tiber.

A-T178010, Torielli, Giovannl Francesco or
Jeames Franklin Hibes.

A-6250841, Torresz,
Torres.

A-6887100, Triantafillis, Spero or Spiros
Triantafilliou.

A-3848578, Tsl, Tsu Sih.

A-5889279, Tutcher, Margaretta May (nee
Kline).

A-T616390, Vinyets, Antonio Rojas or An-
tonio Vinyets.

A-6770010, Vinyets, Virginia (nee Moran)
or Virginia Maria Del Pilar Moran Sierra
Vinyets.

A-5170833, Webber, Eatherine Rose (nee
Kehoe).

A-B078910, Willlams, George Ashhourne or
George Ashbourn Willlams or Ashburn Wil
liams or George Willlams or George A, Wil-
liams.

A-6624332, Willlams, Jack James.

A-5971748, Williams, Vernon George.

A-6541785, Williams, Inez,

A-T7863864, Woo, Sun Nam.

A-5149798, Wundt, Mirdza Agnesa (nee
Zirnis or Jackel or Gackel).

A-3570617, Yee, June or John Yee.
A-4827305, Zimmerman, Hazel Johanna
(nee Ryan). :

A-6630018,
Pedrazzoli).

A-1269810, Ala'l, Hershmat or Hechmat
Alai or Heshmat Husain-Al'i or Hesmat Alai,

A-6465786, Alexander, Neville Garfield allas
Neville Wilson.

A-5886885, Alexay, Mary Erlzsan or Mary
Krizsan,

A-6650760, Alguizola,
Caballero) .

A-8091720, Amey, George Wallace.

A-6609666, Anastopoulos, Vasilios Panaglo=
tis alias Basil P. Anastopoulos.

A-3765515, Anderson, Frank Ezediel.

A-6043095, Anderson, George Ruthven or
Boysie (Nickname) or Monte Cristo (State
name).

A-4381407, Andrichik, John or John An=-
drichick.

A-5456402, Arpe, Carl Johannes Adolf Wil=
helm or Carl William Arpe,

A-4933624, Barbierl, Leonardo Antonio or
Leon Barber,

A-T809752, Bastian, Gladys Elaine.

A-T019831, Gegin, Joseph Real Gaeton.

Andrew or Andres

Agnello, Elda Naoml (nee

Pia C. (nee Pla
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A-5070035, Belanger, Joseph Raymond
Napoleon or Raymond Napoleon Belanger
or Mattias Bizier.

A-T7140098, Belmontes, Luz or Luz Bel-
montes De Rodriguez or Luz Belmontes De
Cruz.

A-6997918,

A-6997919,

Berindel, George.
Berindei, Madeleine Jeanne.

A-2418775, Bismann, Georg.

A-T863967, Boivin, Patrick.

A-T091520, Boots, Habbe or Habbe Doren-
busch.

A-4809720, Burre, Karl Ferdinand.

0608-7520, Cabanzo, Jose Lanza alias Jose
Cabanzo or Joseé Lanzas.

A-T7520764, Caldwell, Ivan Edwin Lindsay.

A-5374313, Campana, Francisco.

A-7589823, Campos, Juana Ampiro.

A-5786864, Carcich, Luca.

A-5402298, Challis, Elizabeth Lesley (nee
Judd).

A-T7264168, Champe, Olga Tapavichky alias
Olga Petrovna Tapavichky.

A-9709799, Chen, Chin allas Jen Chin
alias Chun Chan.

A-2481534, Cheng, Amber Lieng-Shan.

A-7879889, Chiu, Chung Chi alias Frank-
lin Chiu.

A-8056059, Chiu, Shang Chun (nee Shang
Chun Shu).

A-4641184, Chwalibog, Szyje Zaime now
known as Joe Burg.

A-TT712792, Clarke, Israel Edward.

A-6148907, Coster Felix.

A-23T72178, Cruz-Herrera, Tomas Jose.

A-1469907, Cruz, Rosalina Reyes De.

A-5059353, Dainoff, Clara or Kraina Dainoff
or Rose Draina Dainoff.

A-6860782, Di Maria, Annunziata.

0900-56713, De Vitis, Filippo or Di Vitis,

A-5055163, Del Vescovo, Cosmo.

A-T427042, Djakonovs, Alexe].

A-4507723, Economopoulos, Nicholas.

A-4684507, Ellenbogen, Mark or Mike Allen,

A-6921739, Esposito, Anthony.

A-4088318, Falvo, Sebastiano or Sam

A-5052820, Galea, Glovanni Baittista.

A-5439085, Garcla, Reynaldo or Jose Rey=-
naldo Garceia.

A-0669427, Georgandis, Adamantios.

A-T7858118, Gilbert, Rosa Elvira Salas.

A-4744989, Gonsalves, Joseph alias Joseph
Alexander Gonsalves.

A-T445800, Gonzalez,
alias Gregorio Garza.

A-59T7TT709, Gonzalez y Soto, Francisca or
Francisca Gongzales or Francisca G. Patino
or Francisca Vargas.

A-2320697, Gratsos, Helene.

A-T389831, Granziani, Cipriano.

A-T457706, Grevas, Efstathia or Afstathia
Grivas.

A-3800537, Groz, Herman,

A-4958770, Hale-Rodriguez, Carlos.

A-4809648, Hamada, Harumatsu,

A-4312231, Heimerman, Marjorie
Labliberte).

A-T7210378, Hellmann, Ilse Anna Adolfine.

V-12484, Henriques, Jose Maria, Junior
allas Joseph or Joe Costa.

A-6408411, Hernandez de Trejo, Ana Maria,

A-6498445, Trejo-Bravo, Antonio.

A-6498444, Hernandez, Maria Graclela or
Graciela Trejo-Hernandez.

A—-6498443, Trejo-Hernandez, Ana Maria
Christina,

A—6883852, Herrera-Fidela, Fermin.

A-B015884, Hines, Roy Fitzgerals or Aston
Thomson.

A-3309720, Howes, Jorge Eugenlio.

A—6271457, Hsien, Che Cheng.

A-7419845, Hua, Margaret Pal-Ya allas
Margaret Zia,

A-5189047, Irvin, George.

A-5903725, James, Elecia Constancia,

A-T379701, Jung, Norbert Hermann, known
as Norbert Hermann Kanyer.

A-15956698, Kawamoto, Yul.

A-17084211, Keller, Lieselotte Charlotte.

A-6848648, King, Sing.

V-369350, King, Cissie (aka Ng Fung Tsang
King) (nee Ng Fung Tsang).

Gertrudis Mireles

(nee
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1000-19778, Kipper, Henry John.

A-4059204, Klimanoff, Viadimir
Adolph Piedro or Adolf Pledro.

A-6072051, Korbia, Paul Charles allas Pal
Earoly Korbal.

A-6756670, Kostis, Vasilikle alias Vassiliki
Eostis (nee Razis).

A-1789925, Krendle, Lily (Lilly) or Lillian
Crandell.

A-9825376, Larino, Manuel Lamela.

A-T7424881, Lawrence, Dale,

A-7558790, Lawrence, Sandra Jill.

A-2020548, Lazaroff, Zaharia (nee Pop
Thanas) .

A-T7903004, Lee, Hing Jeung alias Lee Hing
or Hing Lee.

A-6165966, Linares, Bruno.

A-6474925, Lopez, Salvadaro Calvillo.

A-4065628, Lucin, Bozo or Bob Lucin or
Bozo Nicholas Lucin.

A--T7283445, MacLeod,
Collins.

A-T483284, Madrell, Robert Scott.

A-T7483285, Madrell, Evelyn Maud.

A-5900738, Maduro, Lillian Agatha,

A-8576006, Malorano, Enrico,

A-T457248, Maiorano, Barbara.

A-T7225043, Man, Fung.

A-6365490, Mandamadiotis, Sperios De-
metriou.

0301-18521, Manetas, Anthony Demetrios,

A-7025022, Mark, Wee Git also known as
Fred Mark, Jr.

A-8106254, Markes, Christ Harry formerly
Christos Markos.

1100-25000, Martinez-Flores, Jose known
as Joseph Florez Martinez.

A-1060161, Matancias-Morales, Candelario.

A-8080689, McDonald, Albertina (nee Fan-
fani).

A-1771384, McLeod, Pearl formerly Venner
(nee Churchill).

A-6011826, Mefford, Florence Vivian for=-
merly Bryan (nee Alexandra).

A-TBBETB8, Meljer, Manfred.

A-5825318, Mendolia, Margarete Sofle or
Margarete Jensen,

A-68057677, Meyers, Blanche, i

A-5032033, Meyers, Clemencia Dawson.

A-3285696, Miyashita, Katsuyoshi alias K.
Hirayama.

A-6178929, Morch, Milan (William) or Ed-
ward Willlam Sadig-Alved or Edward Wil-
liam Cecil.

A-5645201, Morquecho-Hernandez, Jose.

A-5690083, Morquecho, Angela Ramirez de.

A-4531719, Morris, Stafford Clinton.

A-2566504, Muentes, Ignacio Rogoberto.

A-T222175, Nilssan, Egil Martin.

08074942, Olmoz-Andaverde, Amelia alias
Maria Ulda Gongalez.

A-T117819, Papa, Domenico.

A-6989658, Papazidis, Christos or Chris
Papazidis.

A-6988915, Pardo,
Roman Becerra.

1600-95282, Pena-Ceja, Alfonso.

T-1774508, Perera y Suarez, Armando El-
pidio alias Armando Elpidio Perera.

A-8057558, Piazzi, Giuseppe Celestino alias
Joe Turri.

A-5265022, Poriles, Jennie (nee Bazar).

A-T821700, Portelli, Giuseppe or Joseph.

A-3380724, Prentiss, Annie Catherine (nee
Delves).

V-1465729, Prevots, Georgette Marie Loulse
(nee Clerhout).

A-7903801, Quiogue, Francis.

0616-1568, Rabsatt, Vaneta.

A-T383689, Rathbun, Margaret Annie for-
merly Howerd (nee Sedgman).

A-4721933, Relmann, Emma Augustie,

A-7978828, Richards, Helen Ruth,

A-8001777, Richardson, Reuben Johnson.

A-5303445, Ringwall, Emil or Konrad Emil
Ringwall.

A-3641414, Ross, Angus Nicholson.

A-8010610, Roza, Socorro Dela
Buraga).

A-T941746, Rubin, Mihaly,

A-T189842, Rumfeld, Heinz Albert.

A-3607555, Sam, Chu Buck or Buck-Sam
Chu.

Phillipa Beatrice

Roman Becerra or

(nee
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A-6336122, Shar, Tom Tze or (Mrs.) Buck-
Sam Chu.

A-9748289, Santalla, Carlos or Carlos San-
talia Lojo.

A-4980723, Sardo, Manuel Ferreira.

1300-110059, Scopazzi, Albino.

A-6743297, Sedilo, Evelyn May formerly
Evelyn May Hollingum.

A-3483335, Seinberg, Heinrich,

A-4750637, Seinberg, Emma.

A-5967454, Shirado, Seishu.

A-7818429, Skouson, Peter James.

A-66770579, Smith, Henry Hallam.

A-6621142, Spira, Pinchas (nee Pinhas
Shapiro).

A-3598815, Stelner, Elizabeth Bessie.

A-5964203, Stenzel, William.

A-T279651, Stern, Eva Stepanek.

A-T141224, Stoppani, Caridad (nee Trevejo
also known as Caridad Fernandez Trevjo
Rodriguez).

A-T978816, Storrs, Margaret (nee Rush),

A-T978815, Storrs, Timothy John,

A-T7980305, Storrs, Peter Kip, Jr.

A-5949820, Stramm, George Carl Bruno.

A-6610968, Suavage-Gonzalez, Carlos or
Carlos G. Suavage. .

0502-6546, Sup, Chong or Chang.

A-6216393, Bylvestrowicz, Stefanla forme
erly Bielawa (nee Wolinska).

A-4368963, Takakuwa, Shujiro.
A-4433609, Tanaka, Hiraku or Henry
Tanaka.

V-155193, Tebele, Linda (nee Cohen).

A-1101889, Theodorakis, John.

A-6963152, Threlfall, Eila Maarit Hyyry-
lainen.

0803-2303, Torres, Felix.

A-8117373, Torres, Severa Valencia,

A-9634774, Tramontano, Francesco or
Franco or Prank.

A-5948749, Turnbull, Esme Viola.

A-2682458, Ullah, Walter or Walter All,

V-6423, Uyehara, Marianna Teiko,

A-5784790, Valdes, Joaquin Munoz or
Joaquin Munoz.

A-T7387449, Valentino, Ernesto.

A-3193878, Valeriano, Francesco or Fran=-
cesco or Frank Vallarino.

A-6245147, Venetis, Koula.

A-T222547, Verze, Antonio or Anthony
Verze.

A-T130589, Villarreal, Margarito Leal.

A-T7046256, Wiazemsky, Pauline Princess
(nee Pauline Cumbo),

A-7046241, Obolensky, Lydia Princess (nee
Lydia Cumbo).

0616-2461, Williams, Melanie Olivia.
KeA-4004198, Wong, Beatrice or Yuen Choy
8.
A-6317860, Wong, Gordon Patrick or Youe
Han Wong.

A-6407638, Wong, Sun Chong or Wang.

A-6497641, Lee, Tse Seng.

A-4053840, Wu, Pai Tuan. $

A-3401043, Yow, Jung known as You Jung
known as Yow Jung.

A-T7984804, Zamorano-Garcia, Segundo or
Ramon Miramontes or Ramiro Miramontes,
A-6089249, Zani, Cesare or Chester Zani.

A-9726397, Zawadzki, Witold.

V-1462278, Zuder, Jacqueline Ivy (nee
Cairns).

A-2622696, Zumbo, Paul.

A-5225187, Alexandridi, Alexandrina Maria
or Bandra Alexandridi.

A-5305385, Allaer, Alfons Albert.

A~4902610, Allaer, Helena Charlloette (nee
Van Der Haegen).

A-4808389, Araujo, Francisco Alexandre or
Francisco Alexandre or Francisco Araujo,

A-4797132, Bonifacic, Gaspar.

A-6845710, Brooks, Newton Alvin or Ru-
dolph Crossdale,

A-B8015494, Carbonli, Ciro Carlo.

A-4792487, Cassidy, James Joseph.

V-939068, Chelini, Giuliano,

A-T748712, Choy, Alfred Hernando.

A-T7983490, De Miranda, Socorro Cardenas
or Marla De Socorro Cardenas or Socorro
Cardenas.
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A-5960317, Dona, Mario Anfonio or Mario
Antonio Nandino Dona or Mario Dona or
Dona Mario Antonio.

A-5856811, Engel, Eira Deryn.

A-T7112023, Estrada, Jose Luis,

A-6881287, Franco, Gongzalo or Gonzalo
Franco-Acosta.

A-6828807, Gettas, Gus Peter or Constan-
tinos Gkitzias.

A-6817855, Haddad, Alfred or Fred Haddad.

A-4463290, Herrera-Hernandez, Pablo.

A-6709361, Hodge, Henrietta Rose (nee
Brown).

A-2626026, Holter, Anna Josephine.

A-4678190, Krute, Fritz Heinrich.

A-5237120, Krute, Anna Sophie.

A-3449747, Lahikainen, Otto or Henry
Johnson.
A-T941123, Lew, Suey Sen or Robert Lew

or Lew Wo Ching or Lew Suey Sen.

A-3361379, Lopeg, Serafim or Rafael Serafin
Lopez Rajo.

A-6597443, Mcllrath, Elena Dolores (nee
Ortiz-Milord) .

A-4160485, Moreno-Sanchez, Refugio.

A-6923176, Nguyen, Nguyen Thanh,

A-6849421, Nguyen, Li Thi or Thi Ly
FPhan.

A-7858019, Novella, Daniel Palma.

1600-99778, Ochoa-Ochoa, Robert or Ro-
berto Ochoa-Ochoa.

A-T740671, Ozamis-Ormaechea, Domingo.

A-T079629, Papayannacos, Stylianos.

A-4864916, Pelayo, Soledad Garcla (nee
Soledad Garcia Albarracin).

A-1732177, Petok, Irma or Emma.

A-6268920, Preen, Brian Norman.

A-6288190, Prenn, Harold Norman.

A-6268921, Preen, Kate Helen or Kate Ellen
Haferkorn.

A-2308244, Raimo, Gennaro.

A-T984830, Ramirez, Victoria Orozco or
Victoria Orozco.

A-5582943, Roblejo-Rober, Jose Celedonio
or Charlie Molina or Joseph Roblejo.

‘A-6833430, Rodriguez, Miguel Flores or
Miguel Flores or Miguel Angel Flores.

A-T298526, Rumi, Amalia Julianna (nee
Mezei).

A-T7019158, Saunders, Joan.

A-4456942, Schillaci, Angelina,

A-4456944, Schillact, Philip.

A-4946941, Schintu, Guiseppe Salvatore or
Joseph Schintu or Joseph or Guiseppe Sal-
vatore Pinna or Joseph S. Pinna.

A-4585065, Schultz, Senior, Martin.

A-1T18311, Sergei, Jacob or Jack Sergel or
Jacob or Jack Shergei.

A-5166619, Shuell, Michael Eimer,

A-T991978, Sitaras, Byron John or Viron
Bitaras.

A-9500088, Tarkowski, Franciszek or Frank
Tarkowski.

A—4553895,
Wylie).

A-6989243, Trotman, Vivian Estelle or Vi-
vian Estella Webbe-Mary Estella Meade-
Mary.

V-38060, Valentl, Giuseppina or Giuseppa
Valenti (nee Pagano).

1209-9337, Walter, Frank Edy or Frank E,
Ruhl or Frank Edy Foster.

A-4625481, Wechsler, Irene (nee Fischer or
Rosalla (Rosa) Perlstein),

A-6755973, Wein, Wu Big or Wu Big Woon
or Mrs. Mark Chong.

A-4083830, Westphal, Frank or Franz Theo-
dore August Westphal.

A-5359781, Vergottis, George C.

A-4674944, Vergottis, Mary G.

0300-260344, Dehkan, Afsar.

A-6381363, Dehkan, Abdul or Abdul Hus-
sain Dehkan.

A-5975666, Loukatos, Evangelos Kosmas,

A-2320696, Gratsos, Constantin George.

With the following committee amend=
ment:

Strike out the matter as it appears on:

Page 6, line 10; page 8, line 22; page 17,
line 9; page 20, line 6; page 32, line 25; page

Thompson, Susannah (nee
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39, line 18; and on page 45, after line 12, add
the following:
“A-0532298, Mathisen, Wollert.
*A-1331075, Williams, George Kapa.
*“A-T145943, Prisciandaro, Damiano.
“A-4193296, Zaganas, Leonidas, alias Leo
Z. Gray.
“A-T019831, Begin, Joseph Real Gaeton.
“A-6670579, Smith, Henry Hallam.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to

The concurrent resolution was ordered
to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

N. A. G. L. MOERINGS ET AL.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 665)
for the relief of N. A. G. L. Moerings,
Mrs. Bertha Johanna Krayenbrink
Moerings, and Lambertus EKarel Alo-
ysius Josef Moerings.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
N. A. G. L. Moerings, Mrs. Bertha Johanna
Krayenbrink Moerings, his wife, and Lam-
bertus Karel Aloysius Josef Moerings, their
minor child, shall be held and considered
to have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the date
of the enactment of this act upon payment
of the required visa fee. Upon the granting
of permanent residence to such aliens as pro-
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State
shall instruct the proper quota-control offi-
cer to deduct three numbers from the ap-
propriate quota for the first year that such
gquota is available,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

PORFIRIO PUNCIANO VILA ET AL.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 761)
for the relief of Porfirio Punciano Vila,
Tatiana Abatooroff Vila, Porfirio P. Vila,
Jr., Anne Marie Vila, and Josephine Anne
Vila.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws
Porfirio Punciano Vila; Tatiana Abatooroff
Vila, his wife; and Porfirio P. Vila, Jr., Anne
Marie Vila, and Josephine Anne Vila, his
children, shall be held and considered to
have been lawfully admitted to the United
States for permanent residence as of the
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay-
ment of the required visa fees and head
taxes. Upon the granting of permanent
residence to such aliens as provided for in
this act, the Secretary of State shall instruct
the proper quota-control officer to deduct
five numbers from the appropriate quota for
the first year that such quota is avallable,

With the following committee amend-
ments:

On page 1, lines 3 and 4, strike out the
words “immigration and naturalization laws"
and substitute the words “Immigration and
Nationality Act.”

On page 1, lines 8 and 10, strike out the
words “and head taxes.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table,

5137

TIEN KOO CHEN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 765)
for the relief of Tien Koo Chen.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
Tien Koo Chen (also known as Chen Tien
Koo) shall be held and considered to have
been lawfully admitted to the United States
for permanent residence as of the date of
the enactment of this act upon payment of
the required visa fee. Upon the granting
of permanent residence to such alien as pro-
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State
shall instruct the proper quota-control offi-
cer to deduct one number from the appro-
priate quota for the first year that such
quota is available.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

ROBERT J. RICKARDS ET AL.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 847)
for the relief of Robert J. Rickards, Con-
ception Sotelo Rickards, and Walter John
Rickards.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the purposes
of the Immigration and Nationality Act,
Robert J. Rickards, Conception Sotelo Rick-
ards, and Walter John Rickards shall be held
and considered to have been lawfully ad-
mitted to the United States for permanent
residence as of the date of the enactment of
this act, upon payment of the required visa
fee. Upon the granting of permanent resi-
dence to such aliens as provided for in this
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct
the proper quota-control officer to deduct
three numbers from the appropriate quota
for the first year that such quota is available,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time; was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

MASUKO OSHIMA

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 869)
for the relief of Masuko Oshima.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of
the immigration laws relating to the exclu-
slon of aliens, inadmissible because of race
shall not hereafter apply to Masuko Oshima,
the Japanese fiance of Lt. Col. Carl H. Cun-
diff, a citizen of the United States and a
member of the staff in the Adjutant Gen-
eral's Office, and that Masuko Oshima may
be eligible for a visa as a nonimmigrant
temporary visitor for a period of 3 months:
Provided, That the administrative authori-
ties find that the said Masuko Oshima is
coming to the United States with a bona fide
intention of being married to said Carl H.
Cundiff, and that she is found otherwise
admissible under the immigration laws. In
the event the marriage between the above-
named parties does not occur within 3
months after the entry of sald Masuko
Oshima, she shall be required to depart from
the United States and upon failure to do so
shall be deported in accordance with the pro-
visions of sections 19 and 20 of the Immigra-
tion Act of February 5, 1917 (U. 8. C., title 8,
secs. 156 and 156). In the event the mar-
riage between the above-named parties shall
occur within 3 months after entry of said
Masuko Oshima, the Attorney General is au-
thorized and directed to record the lawful
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admission for permanent residence of sald
Masuko Oshima, as of the date of her entry
into the United States, upon the payment by
her of the required fees and head taxes.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Btrike out all after the enacting clause
and Insert in lieu thereof the following:
“That, in the administration of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, Masuko Oshima,
the fiance of Lt. Col. Carl H. Cundiff, a citizen
of the United States, shall be eligible for a
visa as a nonimmigrant temporary visitor
for a period of 3 months: Provided, That the
administrative authorities find that the said
Masuko Oshima is coming to the United
States with a bona fide intention of being
married to the sald Lt. Col. Carl H. Cundiff
and that sne is found otherwise admissible
under the immigration laws. In the event
that the marriage between the above-named
persons does not occur within 3 months after
the entry of the said Masuko Oshima, she
shall be required to depart from the United
States and upon failure to do so shall be de-
ported Jn accordance with the provisions of
sections 242 and 243 of the Immigration and
Nationality Act. In the event that the mar-
riage between the above-named persons shall

occur within 3 months after the entry of the.

sald Masuko Oshima, the Attorney General
is authorized and directed to record the law-
ful admission for permanent residence of the
gaid Masuko Oshima as of the date of the
payment by her of the required visa fee.”

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

STAY OF DEFORTATION PROCEED-
INGS ON EUGENE pe THASSY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1756)
to stay deportation proceedings on
Eugene de Thassy.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes
of immigration and naturalization laws,
Eugene de Thassy shall be held and con-
gldered to have been lawfully admitted to
the United States for permanent residence
as of the date of the enactment of this act,
upon payment of the required visa fee and
head tax. Upon the granting of permanent
residence to such alien as provided for in this
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct one
number from the appropriate gquota for the
first year that such quota is available.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

On line 3, strike out the words “immigra-
tion and naturalization laws,” and substitute

in lieu thereof “Immigration and Nationality
Act.”

Om line 7, strike out the words “and head
tax.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill for the relief of Eugene de
Thassy.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table,
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PAUL MYUNG HA CHUNG

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1886)
for the relief of Paul Myung Ha Chung.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of the immigration and naturalization laws,
Paul Myung Ha Chung shall be held and con-
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to the
United States for permanent residence as of
the date of enactment of this act, upon pay-
ment of the required visa fee and head tax.
Upon the granting of permanent residence to
such alien as provided for in this act, the
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper
quota-control officer to deduct one number
from the appropriate quota for the first year
that such guota is available,

With the following committee amend-
ments:

On lines 3 and 4 strike out the words “im-
migration and naturalization laws"”, and
substitute the words “Immigration and Na-
tionality Act.”

On line 7, strike out the words “and head
m-’#

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

ANNELIESE SCHILLINGS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1963)
for the relief of Anneliese Schillings.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, notwithstanding
the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, Anneliese
Schillings, the German fiance of Cpl. Glovan-
nibattista Tudisca, a citizen of the United
States and member of the Armed Forces of
the United States, may be admitted to the
United States for permanent residence if she
is found to be otherwise admissible under
the provisions of that act: Provided, That
this exemption shall apply only to a ground
for exclusion of which the Department of
State or the Department of Justice has
knowledge prior to the enactment of this
act: Provided further, That the administra-
tive authorities find that the said Anneliese
Behillings is married to the said Cpl. Giovan-
nibattista Tudisca, within 6 months after
the date of enactment of this act.

With the following commitiee amend-
ment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert in lieu thereof the following:
*“That, in the administration of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, Anneliese Schill-
ings, the fiance of Cpl. Giovannibattista
Tudisca, a citizen of the United States, shall
be eligible for a visa as a nonimmigrant tem-
porary visitor for a period of 3 months: Pro-
vided, That the administrative authorities
find that the said Anneliese Schillings is
coming to the United States with a bona
fide intention of being married to the said
Cpl. Giovannibattista Tudisca and that she
is found otherwise admissible under the im-
migration laws, other than the provisions
of section 212 (2) (9) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act: Provided further, That
this exemption shall apply only to a ground
for exclusion of which the Department of
State or the Department of Justice has
knowledge prior to the enactment of this
act. In the event the marriage between the
above-named persons does not occur within
8 months after the entry of the said Anne-
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liese Schillings, she shall be required to de-
part from the United States, and upon
Iailure to do so shall be deported in accord-
ance with the provisions of sections 242 and
243 of the Immigration and Nationality Act.
In the event that the marriage between the
above-named persons shall occur within
3 months after the entry of the said Anne-
liese Schillings, the Attorney General is
authorized and directed to record the lawful
admission for permanent residence of the
said Anneliese Schillings as of the date
of the payment by her of the required
visa fee.,”

The committee amendment
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

was

SAM ROSENBLAT
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2351)

" for the relief of Sam Rosenblat.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, notwithstanding
the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, Sam
Rosenblat may be admitted to the United
States for permanent residence if he is found
to be otherwise admissible under the provi-
slons of that act: Provided, That this ex-
emption shall apply only to a ground for
exclusion of which the Department of State
or the Department of Justice had knowledge
prior to the enactment of this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and .a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table,

CONSTANCE BROUWER SCHEFFER

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2652)
for the relief of Constance Brouwer
Scheffer.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes
of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor
child, Constance Brouwer Scheffer, shall be
held and considered to be the natural-born
alien child of Mr. and Mrs. George W, Wil=
liams, citizens of the United States.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

JOSEFINE HOORN (DMYTRUK)

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2787)
for the relief of Josefine Hoorn (Dmy-
truk).

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, for the p
of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor
child, Josefine Hoorn (Dmytruk), shall be
held and considered to be the natural-born
alien child of Mr. and Mrs. Cornelius F.
Hoorn, citizens of the United States.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.
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MRS, JULIA GAMROTH

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3670).
for the relief of Mrs. Julia Gamroth.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That Mrs. Julia Gam-
roth, who lost United States citizenship
under the provisions of section 404 (c) of
the Nationality Act of 1940, as amended, may
be naturalized by taking prior to 1 year after
the eflective date of this act, before any court
referred to in subsection (a) of section 301
of the Nationallity Act of 1940, as amended,
or before any diplomatic or consular officer
of the United States abroad, the oath pre-
scribed by section 335 of the said act. From
and after naturalization under this act, the
said Mrs. Julia Gamroth shall have the same
citizenship status as that which existed im-
mediately prior to its loss,

With the following committee amend-
ment;:

Strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert in lieu thereof the following:
“That, for the purposes of the Immigration
and Nationality Act, Mrs. Julia Gamroth
shall be held and considered to have been
lawfully admitted to the United States for
permanent residence as of the date of the
enactment of this act upon payment of the
required visa fee. Upon the granting of per-
manent residence to such alien as provided
for in this act, the Secretary of State shall
instruct the proper quota-control officer to
deduct one number from the appropriate
quota for the first year that such quota is
available.”

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER. That completes the
call of the Private Calendar.

DANIEL ROBERT LEARY—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES RETURNING BILL
PURSUANT TO HOUSE CONCUR-
RENT RESOLUTION 99

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States which was read
by the Clerk:

To the House of Representatives:

In compliance with the request con-
tained in the resolution of the House of
Representatives (the Senate concurring
therein), I return herewith H. R. 1101,
entitled “An act for the relief of Daniel
Robert Leary.”

DwicHT D. EISENHOWER,

THE WHITE HousE, May 19, 1953.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED
Mr, FINO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House on May 25
for 30 minutes, instead of the 20 already
granted.

ANNIVERSARY OF THE CREATION
OF THE NATIONAL FLAG OF
HAITI

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent for the immediate

consideration of House Resolution 237.
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The Clerk read the resolution, as
follows:

Whereas 150 years ago, on May 18, 1803,
Gen. Jean Jacques Dessalines created the na-
tional flag of Haiti and thereby established
national unity among the forces working for
Haitian independence; and

Whereas through the years the Republic
of Haiti has played an important part in
the historical and cultural development of
the United States and the other American
nations; and

Whereas the House of Representatives rec=
ognizes the significant contributions which
have been made by the Republic of Haiti to
the achievement of closer ties between the
nations of the Western Hemisphere: There-
fore be it

Resolved, That the House of Represent-
atives extends its cordial greetings to the
Republic of Haitl on the occaslon of the
150th anniversary of the creation of the na-
tional flag of Haiti, and expresses the deep
friendship of the people of the United States
for the people of Haiti, recognizing the his-
torical and cultural contributions which
have been made by the Republic of Haitl to
the nations of the Western Hemisphere and
reafirming its profound desire for the con-
tinuance of the warm and mutually bene-
ficial relationship presently existing between
the Republic of Haiti and the United States.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Jackson]?

There was no objection.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr, Speaker, today
throughout the Western Hemisphere we

are commemorating a historical event.’

Just 150 years ago Gen. Jean Jacques
Dessalines, commander in chief of the
Haitian armies, saw fit to create the na-
tional flag of the Republic of Haiti.
Some days previous, at what was called
the Congress of Arcahaie, the principal
leaders of the Haitian independence
movement, gathered together in order to
concert measures of national unity. One
of the illustrious sons of Haiti who in-
spired this unification movement, was
Alexandre Pétion, founder and first Presi-
dent of the Republic of Haiti. Up to this
month of May in 1803, the forces work=
ing for Haitian independence had been
somewhat scattered and disorganized.
It was the destiny of Commander in
Chief Dessalines to establish a formula
of unity in order to give his people a
symbol of their new understanding of
each other. He decided to create a na-
tional flag, Until May 18, 1803, the flag
that was most familiar to the people of
the island was the French tricolor—blue,
white, and red. General Dessalines, real-
ized that the blacks and the mulattos
would have to join forces in order to
achieve freedom, removed the white
band from the center of the French tri-
color. In this way the blue and the
red were placed side by side as a symbol
of the Negroes and mulattos who were
to stand shoulder to shoulder in their
quest for independence.

The establishment of the national flag
had an electrifying effect upon the ma-
jority of the people of Haiti. Rallying
around their leaders they began to de-
fend themselves gagainst the powerful
armies of Napoleon Bonaparte, First
Counsel of France. Little by little the
foreign legions were pushed back until
late in November they were forced to flee
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from the island itself. This victory of
the Haitians under their national flag,
terminated the dream of Napoleon to es-
tablish a French Empire in the New
World. Indeed, he was intimidated to
such an extent that he immediately
sought to sell Louisiana to the United
States of America. And that is why, by
a happy historical incident, the anni-
versary of the creation of the flag of
Haiti and the acquisition of the State of
Louisiana by the United States are being
commemorated in the same year. And
it is an equally felicitous conjuncture
that the first article written for publica-
tion by His Excellency Ambassador
Jacques Leger of Haiti was on the sub-
ject The Acquisition of Louisiana. In
this article M, Leger pointed out a his-
torical fact of the first magnitude, name-
ly, that the triumph of the forerunner of
Haitian independence, Toussaint L'Ou-
verture, paved the way for the extension
of United States territory from the Mis-
sissippi River to the Pacific Ocean.

It is likewise a historical fact of a
most interesting character that the
Haitian patriot, Alexandre Pétion, gave
hospitality of a most valuable character
to the great liberator of South America,
Simon Bolivar, at a time when the latter
had been routed on the mainland and
hs_sd no other place of refuge. President
Pétion, with a generosity characteristic
of the Haitian people, not only preserved
the life of Bolivar, but also gave him,
freely, the money, the arms and the pro-
visions which enabled the great libera-
tor to return fo his country and complete

‘the work to which he had set his hand.

There was only one request that Presi-
dent, Pétion made to Bolivar on the oc-
casion, The Haitian leader simply asked
that slavery, as a result of liberation,
would be abolished on the free soil of
America. This was a promise, Mr,
Speaker, that I am happy to report was
fulfilled loyally by the noblehearted son
of Venezuela.

From this recital of history it must be
clearly apparent to the Congress and the
United States of America how much all
of us in the Western Hemisphere owe
to the magnanimous initiative and
splendid loyalty of the President of
Haiti. Consequently all of us can join
in the celebration with the utmost sin-
cerity and enthusiasm. The ceremonies
in connection with this event are to con-
tinue from the 18th of May 1953 to the
1st of January 1954, The commemora-
tion marks a glorious chapter in the his-
tory of inter-American friendship.

Mr. HALLECK. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JACKSON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana.

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, as we
join in observing the 150th anniversary
of the creation of the Haitian national
emblem several thoughts occur to me
that may be worthy of consideration.

First, it is evident from the event we
are commemorating here today that the
genius for freedom and independence is
not limited to the people of any one
race, creed or color,
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Second, the history of Haiti demo_n-
strates, as does our own, that while lib-
erty may be gained by one generation re-
sponding to inspired leadership, frge-
dom can be preserved only if succeeding
generations demonstrate their worthi-
ness and determination to remain free.

Third, here in the relationship be-
tween Haiti and the United States of
America we see the small independent
nation existing peacefully in the st_la.dow
of a.giant among world powers—without
the slightest fear of aggression from our
direction.

We have proved, down through the
years, that we do not covet the terri-
tory of our neighbors. Instead, we re-
spect their integrity, cherish their
friendship and value the reciprocal cus-
tomer relations we have built up in the
trade lanes down through the years.

Mindful of the contributions made by
Haiti to the cause of human liberty in
the Western Hemisphere, our Nation has
always stood ready to lend a helping
hand when it was needed.

Let it be pointed out that there has
never been an occasion for the people of
Haiti to doubt our intentions. Not by
words, but by deeds, we have demon-
strated the honor of our motives in
helping Haiti to preserve its atmosphere
of freedom and peace.

As one neighbor to another, then, we
are happy to pause here today to ac-
knowledge Haiti’s contribution to man-
kind’s struggle against tyranny; to re-
affirm the traditional spirit of friend-
ship between our counfries; and finally,
to extend sincere congratulations to
Haiti for having reached a significant
milestone in what we are confident will
be a long and honorable history of
achievement among nations.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JACKSON. I yield to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, 150
years ago Gen. Jean Jacques Dessalines,
commander in chief of the Haitian
armies striving for their independence
against Napoleon Bonaparte, summoned
his leading generals to a meeting at
Arcahaie, a town near the capital, Port-
au-Prince. The idea for this gathering
had come to General Dessalines from
Alexandre Pétion, who, in subsequent
years, was to gain fame as the founder
and first President of the Republic of
Haiti. It was felt that a dramatic ges-
ture was needed to unite the people of
the island in their struggle for freedom.

This drama was provided by General
Dessalines. On May 18, 1803, 150 years
ago today, the Haitian patriot, taking
the French tricolor in his hand, removed
the white band in the center and drew
together the blue and red colors: a sym-
bol of the spiritual union of the blacks
and the mulattoes. Instantly, the scat-
tered hosts of #Haitian independence
realized that they had found a natural
leader. From that day forward, the
people knew that they would have in
Jean Jacques Dessalines an intelligent,
brave commander in chief. The Haitian
objective became clear to all: An in-
dependent, free Republic.c. Within 6
months, the Napoleonic armies were in
full retreat. On November 29, 1803,
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while the people of Haiti took possession
of Cap Haitien, the last regiments of
Bonaparte embarked at Méle St.-Nicolas
to return to their homeland, France.
The national flag of Haiti had played
its role in the emancipation of the
island.

At a time when the Congress of the
United States of America is extending to
the people and the Government of Haiti
warm congratulations upon a happy an-
niversary, it may be appropriate to add
a few words about the outstanding heroes
of Haitian independence. One of the
champions of freedom, whose names
have resounded in history, was the son
of a slave, Toussaint L’'Ouverture.
Thanks to a wealth of natural talent,
Toussaint learned the uses of many me-
dicinal herbs. This knowledge was uti-
lized for the benefit of his fellow men. It
also gave him a place of leadership
among his fellow slaves. Toussiant, it
can be noted, was a devout believer in
God. His deep religious convictions freed
him of racial animosity. His one dream
was to secure fair treatment for his peo-
ple on the island. Although this gifted
man never received any formal military
training, he developed remarkable facili-
ties for discovering almost everything
planned by Napoleon's generals. Conse-
quently, in the words of a contempora-
neous historian, Toussaint L'Ouverture
emerged as “a top-flight military leader
‘with an unusual humanitarian record.”

In one of his orders to generals in the
field, Toussaint wrote as foliows:

I have given instructions to my com-

manders to treat all prisoners with human-
ity.

In order to erush Toussaint and to re-
establish slavery in Saint-Domingue, the
French First Consul, Bonaparte, sent to
the Caribbean the largest fleet and most
powerful expeditionary force that had
ever crossed the Atlantic. Although
Toussaint L'Ouverture suffered reverses
and died in prison, a vietim of treachery,
the noblehearted Haitian leader handed
on the torch of liberty to his compatriots,
Alexandre Pétion, Henry Christophe, and
Jean Jacques Dessalines, Toussaint was
the forerunner of liberty in the Carib-
bean. It was the destiny of his brothers-
in-arms to complete the work of victory.

One of the most notable results of
Haitian independence, a movement
which derived inspiration from the na-
tional flag of the republic, was the defin-
itive repulse of Napoleon in the New
World and the termination of the French
dream of an empire in the Mississippi
Valley. When the French armies evacu-
ated Saint-Domingue, Bonaparte, read-
ing the handwriting on the wall, began
negotiations which led to the acquisition
of the Lousiana Territory for the United
States of America. This important
achievement by President Thomas Jef-
ferson was due, in part, to the triumph
of the people of Haiti. The intelligent
courage of General Dessalines and the
vision of President Jefferson paved the
way for the Louisiana-Purchase. Conse-
quently, we in the Western Hemisphere
are commemorating the creation of the
national standard of the Republic of
Haiti in the same year that we recall,
with sentiments of loyal gratitude, the
epochal decision of one of our great Pres-
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idents. The simultaneous celebration is
no accident; it represents the union of
hearts and of minds that is characteristic
of America.

I congratulate the Government and
the people of Haiti on this celebration,
and in particular on the great progress
their country has made during this
period. The'people of Haiti of this
generation have received a great heri-
tage from their forebears.

Maintaining their faith in and love of
God they will not only preserve but im-
prove upon the Government they inher-
ited and that they now possess.

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members de-
siring to do so may have 5 legislative
days in which to extend their remarks
on this resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the resolution.

The resolution was unanimously
adopted.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
APPROPRIATION BILL, 1954

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bhill (H. R. 5227)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1954, and for other pur-
poses; and, pending that motion, I ask
unanimous consent that general debate
on the bill be limited to 5 hours, the
time to be equally divided and controlled
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr,
WaITTEN] and myself. d

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Min-
nesota?

There was no objection.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 5227, with
Mr. McCuLrocH in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself 40 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, the Subcommittee on
Appropriations for Agriculture once
again brings to the floor of the House
for your approval the annual supply bill
for the Department of Agriculture. As
chairman of that subcommittee, I would
be remiss if I were not to express my sin-
cere appreciation for the splendid co-
operation given to me during the hear-
ings and markup of this bill by the other
members of this subcommittee. The
gentleman from Washington [Mr.
Horan]l has an intimate knowledge of
forestry problems, of conservation and
of research in every field. The gentle-
man from California [Mr. HunNTER] and
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Lampl, two new members of our sub-
committee on the Republican side, have
aided immeasurably by their clear and
succinet questioning of the witnesses and
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their developing of the various questions
called to'the attention of the committee.
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
WarTTEN], minority member of the com-
mittee and former chairman, brings to
the subcommittee his store of knowledge
in relation to agriculture, gained from
his 10. years upon this committee. The
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON]
and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
MarsHALL] have cooperated in every way
possible and all of us have maintained
in our subcommittee a bipartisan ap-
proach to all of the financial problems
facing agriculture. I feel that I am ex-
tremely fortunate in having gentlemen
of the caliber of these six men sitting
with me and advising with me as to what
we should bring out on the floor of the
House for consideration by the Congress.
I also feel fortunate in having as our
executive clerk Mr. Ross Pope, who is
fast gaining a reputation for ability sec-
ond to none on our Appropriations Com-
mittee staff.

The deliberations of our committee as
to the financial needs of the Department
of Agriculture, together with its related
activities, have been centered around the
basic need for preserving a prosperous
agriculture. Anyone who has made a
study of the economic progress of our
Nation will admit that we cannot have
a prosperous United States of America
unless we are willing to grant the same
degree of prosperity to each separate
segment which makes up our economy.
We in agriculture are not requesting that
the farmer be given special privilege in
any way. We do ask and we do demand
that he be given a fair and equal oppor-
tunity with labor, with industry, and
with all other groups to share in the
bountiful resources of these great United
States of America.

During my 15 years in Congress, I
have fought for one principal objective—
parity prices for all farm commodities.
The farmer does not want an unreason-
able price for what he produces but in-
asmuch as his expenses have skyrocketed
just as much as they have in all other
industries, he must receive prices for
what he produces which will maintain
his position in our national picture—
which is to say, he must receive parity
prices for every farm commodity.

The No. 1 duty of Members of Con-
gress now is to see to it that the money
and machinery necessary to cushion the
shock of any possible drop in farm prices
shall be available if the need shall arise.
A small suplus is sufficient excuse for the
speculators to break the market. Farm
prices are barometers of national wel-
fare. Let us, therefore, make certain
that no economic storm be foretold by
the farm-price barometer. Let us insure
that farm prices shall rot fall below a
reasonable level. We must have the nec-
essary gross national income if we are
to continue to meet the huge drains on
our Treasury, which will be with us for
years to come.

Irepeat, Mr. Chairman, a fair price for
farm produects is the first essential of a
prosperous nation. A drop of only 10
cents in the value of a bushel of corn
means a loss of $300 to the average
farmer In my seventh district. Twenty
cents reduction per bushel for barley
will cost him another $200, while a fall
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of a dime per pound of butterfat will
create an extra deficit of $150. Our
farmers must have the income if we are
to be able to pay current prices for labor
and everything we buy. Give the farm-
ers of the Nation at least 30 billions
in income and we need not fear any
economic crisis in our country. The
farm dollar exchanges hands 7 times
creating an income for the Nation of 7
times whatever the farmer receives gross
for his products.

Our ceiling programs, bolstered by the
Commodity Credit Corporation are the
most important part of our farm pro-
gram. We must preserve this program,
If a severe drop in prices hits agricul-
ture, it may cost the farmers of the Na-
tion $8 billion in 1 year and will result
in creating unemployment in every com-
munity of our Nation.

We must have and must keep ma-
chinery available in each and every
township and county ready to start the
wheels rolling for placing loans under
grain, if they are needed. g

It is because of my personal experi-
ence as a farmer that I am convinced of
the great need for keeping the frame-
work of this committee structure intact
and available for possible future needs
and I have spent many hours trying to
convince other Members of Congress of
the value of our triple-A committees.
Without them, or a similar group, we
cannot have a successful farm program,
nor would we have any machinery to
throw into action if a tailspin in farm
prices developed. God help our Nation
if any such catastrophe should happen
again. A severe fall in farm-commodity
values is so absolutely unnecessary that
it is almost criminal to permit its re-
currence. All we need do is keep farm
income at a reasonable level and the
gross income for the rest of the Nation
will, as a matter of course, keep its own
relative position.

May I respectfully suggest that too
many Members on the floor of the House
have imbedded in their minds that the
farmers, that agriculture as such in
America, are the recipients of huge sub-
sidies, paid for by the other taxpayers of
this Nation. Nothing can be further
from the truth. Please let us orient our
line of thinking here before we pro-
ceed. May I ask you to turn to part 1
of our hearings, page 42, and study care=
fully that table as given there.

During World War II there was paid
out of the Treasury of the United States
$4.2 billion for the sole purpose of bring-
ing to the consuming public cheaper
food. This is the reverse of the expendi-
tures to support the price of farm com-
modities. Since 1933 through January
1, 1953, the cost to the Treasury of the
United States in what might be classi-
fied as farm price supports was $1,064,~
000,000. In other words, since 1933 up
to this date, about one guarter as much
money has been expended in behalf of
keeping up the price for the farmer in
America as there has been expended for
holding down the price of food to the
consumer. Let us remember also that if
OPA rollbacks on pork, beef, veal, lamb,
and mutton, let alone butter and milk
products, had not been put into effect
during World War II, farmers of Ameri-

.ca would have during that time received
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at least $10 billion more for their prod-
ucts than they did. Furthermore,
through expenditure of $1,070,000,000
during the last 20 years for price sup-
ports, at least 10 times that amount has
been paid as additional income taxes by
farmers because of their having that de=
gree of protection and as a result a de-
gree of prosperity approaching that of
other portions of our economy.

Business as such was subsidized by the
taxpayers to the extent of $40,787,864, -
000, following the end of World War II
in what was known as business reconver=
sion payments—including tax amorti=-
zation. Yet the Chamber of Commerce
of the United States this past week has
seen fit to protest, in a special edition of
its publication Spending Facts against
what it terms “an unneeded farm sub=
sidy program.” They have not to my
knowledge protested in the past 6 years
against the giving to business of at least
55 times as much of the taxpayers money
as contained in this one bill for the op-
eration of the entire Department for 1
year.

I have noticed, Mr, Chairman, protests
in the press against what is termed un-
due liberality to our one basic industry,
agriculture. This same press has not
protested against the out-and-out sub-
sidy given them in second- and third-
class postal rates, amounfing to more
over the same period than the entire cost
of our price-support program.

Much will be said during this debate
relative to so-called subsidies due to
farmers along the line of soil-conserva-
tion payments. Ladies and gentlemen
of this Congress, if there is any one pos-
session or physical asset of this Nation
that is important, outside of the human
element, that physical asse! is our soil.
Remember that our population is in-
creasing at the rate of 2,700,000 persons a
year. This requires in turn an increase
in our food production of an estimated
715 million acres of good farm land.
You will note Dr. Shaw's statement page
266, part 2 of the hearings, to the effect
that if our population continues to in-
crease at the present rate of growth, we
will have 190 million people here in the
United States to feed by 1965, only 12
years from now. To feed these addi-
tional people will require 115 million
acres of additional production. Through
research we may be able to secure the
equivalent of 45 million acres, by in-
creasing production on the nearly 400
million acres now in cropland. But
where will we obtain the other 70 mil=
lion acres?

Yes, some small amount from recla-
mation. Where can we turn except to
more and more increase in production.
That means better and better soils. Is
it not of the paramount importance that
we continue the incentives of soil con-
servation? Cannot we afford to spend
on our soils, in payments in part for good
soil-conservation practices, an amount
equal to two-fifths of the cost of keep=
ing one combat division in operation.
Do you not think we must keep our food
production going upward to prevent a
lowering of our diet level, which in turn
would mean an America on the way
down as a decaying Nation? I am sure
that you do.
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Upon the quality and beneficence of
our soils rests the future of America.
Plainly speaking, it makes me sick and
tired to hear some of our colleagues un-
thinkingly, I am sure, object to the
spending upon the soils of America for
the good of future generations to come
of a sum annually equal to that which,
during the last 2 years, they have appro-
priated with very little debate for an air-
craft carrier. Surely even though we are
today at war this great Nation of ours
can find $169 million, the net available
of the $195 million in the bill for distri-
bution to farmers, to use as incentive
payments and part reimbursement of
conservation costs to farmers of this Na-
tion so that our soils can be passed on
to the coming generations better than
we as farmers today have them. To me
that is only good, common sense. When
peace comes, which all of us hope will
not be too far distant, we will not have
the necessity of spending the billions we
do upon armaments and such, we should
then seriously evaluate this soil conser-
vation program and add to this invest-
ment of $169 million at least another
$100 million annually for the preserva-
tion of our soils. Let us remember that
while the average farmer may recognize
the need for carrying out soil conserva-
tion practices, he is naturally influenced
by the fact that his interest in the land
may be for a relatively short period of
time. This applies especially to the ten-
ant farmers of America. Let us remem-
ber, on the other hand, that the interest
of the Nation as a whole in the land is
for an indefinite period of time in the
future. The strength of our Nation and
its welfare depends upon the continued
productivity of the soil and its water re-
sources. When we forget these funda-
mental truths, ladies and gentlemen, our
great United States of America will cease
to be the great Nation that it has been
in the past.

Gentlemen, the list of various activ-
ities of the Department are before you in
this report that we have brought to you.
I will not enumerate them. You can see
for yourself what we have done for re-
search in every field. You can see what
we have done for our experiment sta-
tions, our Bureau of Human Nutrition
and Home Economics, the Bureau of
Animal Industries, the Bureau of Dairy
Industry, the Bureau of Agricultural In-
dustrial Chemistry, the Bureau of Plant
Industry, Soils, and Agricultural Engi-
neering, the Bureau of Entomology and
Plant Quarantine.

You can examine into our actions rel-
ative to the Forest Service and Flood
Prevention, and our new program as ini-
tiated here in relation to watershed pro-
tection. It is my sincere hope that this
program as described on page 9 of the
report will be the beginning of a great
program of watershed protection
throughout America. You will note that
here we are providing for 50 small
pilot plant watershed areas scattered
throughout the United States in areas
selected because of the problems which
they represent. We have provided an
appropriation of $5 million for fiscal
1954 and are limiting the total expendi-
tures upon these 50 projects from now
to the period of the conclusion of their
construction to $29 million. In no case
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is the cost of any one project to exceed
$3 million.

We are attempting to find out the an-
swer to the age-old question, Mr. Chair-
man, as to how and where can we best
stop floods and hold back our soils and
keep these soils from drifting down into
the sea or filling up the vast reservoirs
behind dams. The Congress of the
United States has made available
through the Army Engineers nearly $4
billion of actual appropriations for the
purpose of constructing huge dams and
control works along the main stems of
our rivers. By this pilot plant operation
at a total cost of $29 million, if we can
prove the needless construction for even
one or two of these dams, this money will
have been returned to the taxpayers 10
times over.

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, may I
emphasize this fact. The amount
recommended in direct appropriations
for this coming fiscal year for the regular
activities of the Department is $24,301,-
505 less than the funds available for 1953.
Furthermore, because of the expected
acreage controls for the 1954 crop year
on wheat and cotton, we have been com-
pelled to include here $27,500,000 for that
purpose. Were it not for this new ac-
tivity our direct appropriations in this
bill would have been $53,801,505 less than
in 1953.

We have decreased the size of the an-
nounced soil conservation payment pro-
gram for 1954 by $55 million. Soil Con-
servation Service, however, is kept at the
present scale of operations.

We have insisted on keeping the loan
programs, Rural Electrification, Rural
Telephone, and the Farmers Home at a
sufficiently high level to continue the
operation of those splendid programs to
the best possible advantage of agricul-
ture in America.

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the atten-
tion given to this short summation on
my part and I am sure whatever action is
finally taken by the Congress will be to
the best interest of the farmers of this
great United States of America.

Mr. GWINN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. GWINN. I would like to inquire
of the gentleman when he would contem-
plate doing away with such loans as the
Farmers’ Home Administration issues.
If we are ever going to discontinue so-
cializing our economy, why would that
not be a good place to start now?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I might
say that there is a little fundamental
difference between the gentleman and
myself. I do not consider that program
in any way as socialistic. I have seen
that program take care of the farmers
in my district who could not otherwise
get credit. It makes loans to those who
cannot get credit elsewhere. In addi-
tion, it makes loans to young veterans
and it starts them along the road to a
successful farming career. When these
people get on their feet, they become
good, worthwhile clients of the local
banks and cease to obtain loans from the
Farmers’ Home Administration.

Please keep in mind that, regardless
of what may have been said by people
who do not understand this program, it
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deals with people who have no other
souree of credit. If we were not to help
out these people we would have a huge
relief program upon our rolls instead.
Here on the other hand we are giving
these people an opportunity to help
themselves. I am proud of the fact that
93 percent of the loans which have ma-
tured have been repaid by this group of
people. I think it is a very worthwhile
program and, as far as I am personally
concerned, next to the price supports it
{f‘llthe most essential program in this
ill.

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield to
the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. HORAN, I think it is wise at this
time to point out that not only do we
take people off the welfare lists through
the wise administration and application
of Farmers’ Home Administration loans,
but if we were to stop this program they
would go back on the welfare lists in
many cases.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. There is
no question about it, and we would have
no way in which we could help our re-
turning veterans. I think it is good,
sound business.

Mr. HORAN. We not only try to work
through this subcommittee as closely as
possible with the administrator of these
funds but we do insist that when they
have proven their ability to handle these
loans and have become successful they
be taken off the Farmers’ Home Admin-
istration rolls and seek credit elsewhere.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield to
the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. WHITTEN. In order to secure
one of these loans the applicant must
show that he does not have credit avail-
able from other sources. You are deal-
ing with that class of people. Certainly
the situation we found when we started
this agency was not something to be
proud of. I do not think this is socialism.
I like to think I am against that. But
if that be what this is, though I am sure
it is not, it is good for the individuals
and good for the country.

MR. GWINN. I have heard that ar-
gument so long that we are virtually so-
cializing our whole economy because it
is the American variety of socialism and
therefore it is good socialism.

My original question to the gentleman
from Minnesota was, when is this type
of crutch or the taking from one group
and redistributing to others according
to their needs going to be discontinued?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. First, let
me disagree with that part of the gentle-
man’s question as to redistribution. I
will specifically answer the question as
to when this crutch, as the gentleman
calls it, will be done away with as far as
the Congress of the United States is
concerned. My answer would be never.

Mr. GWINN. Never? How much do
we loan per year now under this admini-
stration?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. We put
$162,500,000 for new loan money into
this category, and it will not be many
years before we have the same amount
of money coming back as repayments on
loans. This includes the $35 million
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program of loans for aid in buying
farms. Most of that money goes to the
veterans.

Mr. GWINN. Is not this administra-
tion the one that has the power to adjust
or modify or even cancel these loans?
Is it not a fact that in the election year
something like 80,000 of these loans were
modified or canceled?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. If the
gentleman had examined into that he
would have found that that had to do
with the hundreds of thousands of loans
that were made during the drought
years back through the Midwest in 1934
to 1936. Those loans were made to
various farmers. I remember in my
community that hay worth $6 a ton was
brought in there and farmers were
charged $24 to $30 a ton. Those loans
have been considered direct charges
against the farmer, whereas in the vil-
lages and the cities it was known as di-
rect relief.

As time has gone by, it has been
found necessary, where certain people
who had moved off the farm, most of
them getting up into their 60’s—and
after all, this is 20 years from that
period—to give to the Farmers’ Home
Administrator the right to come in and
compromise or cancel those loans.
There was no possibility of collecting a
good many of them.

In a good many instances, those laws
were made during the drought period
when all the farmers through that en-
tire great area from Texas up to Minne-
sota practically went broke, Those
loans should have been considered as di-
rect relief, as was done in the villages
and cities. But in this particular case
they were made a direct charge agamst
the farmers of America.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. 1 yield.

Mr. WHITTEN. I would like to point
out that these were the old seed and
feed loans of relief days, and the Farm-
ers’ Home Administration happened to
be the agency which was saddled with
the responsibility of handling it. It is
not a part of the Farmers’ Home Admin-
istration program.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. That is
correct.

Mr. WHITTEN. As has been so well
pointed out in this instance, they did
have notes signed by the farmers, but
the same thing done at the same time in
the cities and municipalities was called
direct relief. No payments were asked
and none made. On the other hand,
from the farmers they did take these
notes. The other side of the picture
is—after representatives of the Farm-
ers’ Home Administration collected all
the money they felt they could without
spending more money collecting it than
they were receiving, after they had
squeezed it down to the level where there
was no reasonable return for the amount
of money spent in trying to collect fur-
ther, that is the point they reached
when they finally decided to clear the
books. :

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I know
my former chairman would agree that
in many, many cases more money was
spent in attempting to collect the loans
than the amount of money involved.
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Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield.

Mr. GROSS. Does the gentleman
from Minnesota think that the Farm-
ers’ Home Administration program is
any more socialistic in principle than
the creation of a $100 million fund by
the House of Representatives a few days
ago to indemnify bankers on loans made
to exporters whose property is shipped
overseas and has been confiscated or ex-
propriated by some foreign dictator or
some foreign government? Is that any
more socialism than this sort of deal?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Of course,
I would agree fully with the gentleman.

Mr. GWINN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gientleman yield for one further ques-
tion?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Gladly.

Mr. GWINN. Being a farmer myself,
I have a high regard for the morals of
farmers because I know something of
them. It has been something of a senti-
mental notion of mine that perhaps be-
cause of that we could appeal to the
farmers to get off the gravy train first
as an example to the rest of the coun-
try, like the bankers in the city and those
receiving publiz houses and loans and
rent control. When are we going to
start getting off the gravy train, if we
do not start with the farmers?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I do not
consider these great farm programs
which have done so much for the good
of the farm people of America as any-
thing approaching socialism. My defi-
nition of such socialism is where you
have any degree of compulsion, If the
farmer is fold that he must do certain
things in order to do certain things, then
vou have something approaching social-
ism, which is in my mind the first cousin
of communism, and from there it is only
a step to a dictatorship; but there is no
out-and-out compulsion in any of these
programs having to do with agriculture,
Mr. Gwinny, and if there were, I would
be the first one to get up here and fight
against it. From that viewpoint, I can-
not agree that there is anything that
you might term socialism connected with
what we have in this bill. I thank you.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. GEORGE. . Mr. Chairman, imme-
diately after returning to Washington,
and before inauguration of the new
Eisenhower administration, I requested,
from the Department of Agriculture,
figures showing what agriculture prices
in January 1952 were in relation to the
last figures available, which was January
15, 1953.

The reason I requested these figures is
that it had become obvious that the pur-
chasing power of agriculture had stead-
ily declined for a period of the past 2
years. In fact, the records show that
from January 15, 1950, to January 15,
1953, agriculture prices had dropped,
while the price of nearly all commodities
had advanced until the purchasing
power of the farmers have been reduced
a total of 22 percent. I have found all
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Members of Congress vitally concerned
about this economic problem. The Con-
lgress must find a solution to this prob-
eI

Here is the price picture for the major
American erops, comparing the January
15, 1953, price to the farmer with the
January 15, 1952, price:

Crop 1953 1952
Whehl o e bushel..] $§2.10 §2.20
OO g i el Sy R 1. 48 1.68
Cotton hundredweight_. 2.7 38.45
Potatoes --bushel__ 2. 06 2.07
DI = T e do 3.21 2.32
Jeel. . ndredwelght_ 18. 70 27.20
Hogs. . L T 17. 80 17. 40
Veal calf ~do. 23. 40 31. 50
ambs. --.do__ 20.30 28.20
Chicke —-pound._ . 265 274
Wool._ . e .5l . 613
Milk.... hundredweight.. 4.80 514
Buktepfit | Sl = pound... . 683 . TH8
b7 el DS R R T 1T «458 405

The decline results from a number of
fluctuations in the market. The farmer’'s
real income has dropped steadily since
World War II because retail prices have
inched up and middleman costs have
gone up. In the past year, a 30-percent
drop in export of farm goods has in-
creased the surplus, and cut into the
rural income. This decline in exports
was caused by increased production in
other countries.

Individual commodities also have run
into trouble. Beef is in a long cycle
of increased production. Consequently,
beef prices have fallen from 129 percent
of parity to 92 percent in the year 1952.

The subnormal rainfall in the last 2
vears has contributed greatly to the beef
problem being serious in the southwest-
ern States of our country. Shortage of
feed and a declining market has forced
many sales that otherwise would not have
been made.

Mr. Chairman, in order to help main-
tain farm income on a parity with other
segments of our economy, it is abso-
lutely necessary that this administra-
tion and the Members of Congress give
this problem their most careful and con-
sidered thought. Without a prosperous
agriculture, we cannot have a prosperous
country, and for -that reason I intend to
support the recommendations made by
the Agriculture Commitiee and the Ap=-
propriations Committee dealing with
that subject.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. MarsHALL], a member
of the subcommittee. {

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, the
work of the subcommittee on the appro-
priation bill for the Department of Agri-
culture now before you has been long
and arduous. I have had the privilege
of working with a fine group of col-
leagues, whose integrity and sincerity I
honor and whose opinions I respect. I
do not always agree with them, but I
know that the opinions they hold and
express, while some of them may be dif-
ferent from my own, are sincerely and
conscientiously arrived at. The friend-
ship and courtesy they have extended fo
me leaves nothing to be desired.

The members of the subcommittee
have made a sincere attempt to make a
distribution of funds in this bill that will
do the utmost toward helping solve some_
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of the important problems of agricul-
ture. We have greatly benefited from
the counsel of four members of the sub-
committee with years of experience,
broad knowledge, and a deep interest in
agriculture—our chairman, H. CArRL AN=
DERSEN, WALTER HorAN, CLARENCE CAN-
won, and Jamie WHITTEN. TWwWO new
members of the subcommittee—OAK-
1LEYy HunTer, of California, and MEL-
vin Lairp, of Wisconsin—have contrib-
uted much. The patient and untiring
work of Ross Pope was invaluable to the
subcommittee. It has been a pleasure to
serve with these gentlemen., To have
had the opportunity to work on problems
so close to me as farming and farm fami-
lies has given me great personal satis-
faction.

It is with mixed feelings that I speak
to the House today. It should not be
necessary at this time to review in
detail that part of our agricultural his-
tory which still lives vividly in the mem-
ory of every farmer who went through
it. I am speaking of that period in the
twenties when falling farm prices, forced
sales, farm foreclosures, dark depression,
dust storms, and bank failures brought
a mighty nation to its knees.

It should not be necessary to review
the tremendous comeback of agriculture
and the onward push of farmers to the
greatest productive effort the world has
known. It should not be necessary to
review the many basic agricultural laws
which helped to make this great recovery
possible—credit and conservation, re-
gearch, and education, improved health
and better diets for children, electric
power and telephones, crop insurance
and price supports. All of these have
been provided for in the bill before you
today. All of them have resulted in pro-
grams of established and proven bene-
fit.

Mr. Chairman, this bill concerns the
food on our table and the clothes on our
backs. National security and human
need have been our guide in drafting this
bill. These are the only sound criteria
that can be used for things so basic.

Now, Mr. Chairman, a curious change
seems to have come over the Department
of Agriculture in recent months. This
was apparent throughout the hearings
on this bill. It has been apparent in the
speeches and pronouncements that have
come from this great institution. It
recalls to us the discarded and dis-
credited policies of unhappier days which
we thought were gathering dust in the
files of failures. It is the philosophy that
guided us into the last great depression.

1t is the philosophy that there is some-
thing more important than national se-
curity and human need.

To paraphrase a well-known remark,
we are told to lift our eyes beyond the
dollar sign. That, Mr. Chairman, is ex-
actly what your committee tried to do.
Yet it is apparent that some in the De-
partment of Agriculture have their eyes
so closely fixed on the dollar that they
have forgotten or ignored the national
need. And this is precisely what the
committee has attempted to correct in
this bill.

Some responsible body, Mr. Chairman,
must keep watch over the economic
health and well-being of the country and
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its people. If it is not the appointed
officials, then it must be the elected of-
ficials.

I have said that it should not be
necessary to review the history of agri-
cultural decline, depression, and recov-
ery. Perhaps I am wrong. There seem
to be a number of responsible people who
have learned nothing from having gone
through this experience. Or, perhaps
they are like the 17-year locust which
spends most of its life buried and hidden
away, then emerges to live for only a
brief moment in the sunlight of reality.

On April 28, one of the appointed of-
ficials of the Department of Agriculture
made a speech in Chicago. He started
off this speech by saying, and I quote:

Last November the citizens of the United
States by an overwhelming vote decided to
redirect the course of the Nation.

Now I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that
the gentleman is as honest and sincere
in this belief as he is wrong in his analy-
sis, So far as the farmers of this coun-
try are concerned, the letters I have re-
ceived from my friends and neighbors
since November lead me to believe that
the farmers intended that the progress
would be forward, not backward. And
the farmers seem to have a notion that
the President shared their belief.

Mr. Chairman, this bill was reported
out last Thursday. The following day,
the same appointed official in the De-
partment of Agriculture expressed the
hope in a remark to a reporter that the
Congress would disapprove this bill and
be guided instead by the amounts sub-
mitted by the Department of Agricul-
ture.

Now it is perfectly proper for an of-
ficial of the Department to express this
hope. I mention it only because it is in-
dicative of an attitude that seems to per-
sist over there.

It is the attitude that the duty of Con-
gress is to support the Department of
Agriculture. I hasten to say that De-
partment officials have given repeated
assurances that their only intention is to
carry out the will of Congress. Yet, the
opposite attitude continues to manifest
itself in various ways. Appointed De-
partment officials seem to have fixed no-
tions as to the general type of programs
that are best for the farmers. These
officials seem to be very impatient with
some of us who express disagreement
with some of their ideas.

This was apparent in the hearings. As
the hearings proceeded, it became quite
clear that many of the responsible of-
ficials were in fundamental disagree-
ment with many of the programs which
the Congress has provided, and with
many of the methods which Congress
has authorized. The question naturally
arises, Mr. Chairman, how can an ad-
ministrative official do a good job in
carrying out a program he does not be-
lieve in—no matter how sincere his in-
tent or how earnest his effort?

. Perhaps some of our fears are not
justified, Mr. Chairman; I would hope
s0.
I would not like to see the time come
when the question at issue is whether the
Congress supports the Department of
Agriculture, or the Department of Agri-
culture supports the Congress. I would
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not like to see the time come when the
Congress is putty in the hands of the
Department of Agriculture, to be mould-
ed to fit the whim and fancy of passing
appointed officials. 4

I am ever grateful, Mr. Chairman,
that our Founding Fathers had the fore-
sight to provide for elected representa-
tives through whom the people of this
country can express their wishes. The
voice of the people is being expressed,
g::d it has been heeded by your commit-

€.

There is another matter that eame
up during the hearings, Mr. Chairman,
that I would like to dwell on briefly.
It is this business of getting down to
specific cases as to where we are going
in agriculture; getting down to the point
of whether we are going to change direc-
tion or not.

Many times during the hearings the
subcommittee members have asked de-
partment officials specifically what they
had in mind. What do you intend to
do about conservation? What do you
intend to do about price support? What
do you intend to do about generation
and transmission loans for REA? And
s0 on down the line.

And in practically every instance we
received the same reply. We have a
committee working on that, Mr. Con-
gressman, would be the answer. Or, we
are going to get a committee to work
on that. Or, we have that under study.
Or, we have not had time to get into
that; we need time for more study of
that problem.

Now I am fully aware that it takes
some time to work out new approaches
to farm problems, and this is especially
true if your intent is to change direc-
tion. But, bless my soul, Mr. Chairman,
the Department of Agriculture is be-
coming one of the most profound study
clubs in the land. I would like to rec-
ommend that while the Department is
studying out the new kinds of farm pro-
grams, it also read up on the established
and proven programs we have now,
which the Congress, in its wisdom, has
already provided. ; .

‘While all this study is going on farm
prices are going down, the export mar-
ket is declining, and some surpluses are
beginning to accumulate. Nero fiddled
while Rome burned. Now we are asked
to attend study seminars when we ought
to be putting out the fire.

The President said at St. Cloud, Minn.,
on October 4, 1953:

Every kind of program adopted for the
future would be farmer run, locally run.

This would seem to be a wise policy
to follow. It is good to consult farmers
on farm problems. But what has hap-
pened? We have agricultural advisory
committees—one for nearly every im-
portant commodity and agricultural
problem. The trouble is that on these
committees the processors and the pro-
fessors outnumber the farmers 2 to 1.
I am afraid that the hand that is now
guiding our great Department of Agri-
culture is not the hand of the farmer,
but the hand of those who have tra-
ditionally farmed the farmer.

It is clear to me that if positive action
is to be taken in behalf of agriculture,
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that action must come from the Con-
gress itself. And I wish to state, Mr.
Chairman, that you could come to no
better place than this Chamber to find
men of good will, high courage, and
sound judgment in the affairs of agri-
culture—and they sit on both sides of
the aisle. There are men of both
parties on this floor today who have
been through this before. They are men
who are close to the people, who have
intimate knowledge of the problems of
agriculture, and who are alert to reality.
These men have forgotten more about
farm problems, farm legislation, and
farm programs than many can learn in
¢ lifetime. It is to these men that agri-
culture must look today for constructive
leadership.

Since being in Congress, I hope and
feel that I have made friends among
many of the Republican Members. I
know that in many respects their be-
liefs are similar to mine. Mr. Chairman,
my heart goes out to these Republican
Members. I can well understand the
concern and frustration they must feel
at the curious behavior of some of the
people they worked so hard to put in of-
flce. It gives me no pleasure as a Demo-
crat to observe the unhappy predicament
of my Republican friends. AllI can say
to these friends of mine is: Keep your
chin up—we Democrats will see you
through.

I think we should keep in mind, Mr.
Chairman, that in this bill we are deal-
ing with the only civilian department of
Government that has had a succession
of budget reductions over the last 12
years. This bill has been brought in for
a Department that is facing some very
szrious problems which are the concern
of city people as well as of farm people,

The great flow of production from our
farms can be hindered or helped by the
action this Congress takes.

Farming today is not an isolated busi-
ness involving farmers alone. It is one
involving close ties with business, in-
dustry, and jobs for workers. Nearly 2
out of every 5 people working in this
country are either working on farms or
in businesses and industries related to
agriculture. Three great streams of em-
ployment flow from the soil. Ten million
people in this country are working on
farms. Six million more people are pro-
ducing things and servicing the farmer.
Nine million more people are processing
and distributing farm products. These
25 million jobs are dependent in one way
or another upon the health and wealth
of our soil and the people on it.

This great industry is not to be ap-
proached in a small way. Too much is at
stake in human values, in jobs for work-
ers, and in the continued prosperity of
our Nation.

Do you know of any place in the world
where workers can buy as much food for
each hour of labor as in the United
States? Because of the progress farm=-
ers have made, an hour of factory work
today will buy you more meat, more milk,
more eggs, and more bread than the
same‘hour of work would have purchased
13 years ago, or even 23 years ago.

We have no assurance that this pres-
ent favorable situation will continue. It
is an unpleasant fact to be faced that
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danger signals are lighting up across the
country.

Farm prices are going down, while
farm costs are staying high. Net farm
income for this year is estimated at a
billion or more dollars below that of
1952. The buying power of this income,
which helps to keep the machines hum-
ming and the men and women working
in the towns and cities, is the lowest
since 1941.

Farmers are spending $4 for produc-
tion today for every dollar they had to
spend during World War II. A farmer
starting today needs at least $3 for every
dollar he had to have 15 years ago. The
volume of industrial goeds used in farm
production today is 214 times that of the
average before the last great war. Farm-
ers are using 3% times the tonnage of
fertilizers. Farmers are using 4 times
the tonnage of liming materials. Farm-
ers are now spending $3'5 billion a year
for all kinds of farm meachinery and
ejuipment to keep production high. All
of this means jobs in the towns and cities
and money in the pay envelepes, and
food and educaticn for the children, and
maybe a little something to put away for
a time of sickness or retirement from
active work.

Agriculture reminds me of the fable
about the goose that laid the golden eggs.
It spreads prosperity throughcut the
land every year. It is not a critically
sick goose yet, but it is ailing. The
proper treatment is not to cut cff its head
or starve it to death—or even to worry
it into a state of collapse.

One of the very important items in this
bill, Mr. Chairman, is the one dealing
with conservation. I should like to point
out that as the Benson budget came over
to us, more than three-fourths of the
total cut in regular annual appropria-
tions had been taken out of conservation
activities. There are some on this floor
who feel that the funds proposed for the
agricultural conservation program and
the Soil Conservation Service are too
much. I do not question their sincerity,
Mr. Chairman, but I deplore their judg-
ment.

I do not wish to belabor the point, but
I want to express the firm belief that
$195 million for vital conservation work
is small enough. In fact, last year the
taxpayers of this country paid $192 mil-
lion in subsidies to receive third-class
circular mail.

Every authority appearing before our
subcommittee testified to the decline in
productivity of much of our richest
farming land. This has been going on
for 30 years. It is still going on. It will
continue to go on until adequate correc~
tive measures are taken.

We are dealing with a program that
involves our future food production.
Other members have very ably pointed
out the increased food requirements we
will be facing in a comparatively short
time. The cost of shortage is far greater
than the cost of providing abundance.
An inerease of only 1 cent a pound in the
cost of all the domestically produced food
we eat in a year would cost the taxpayers
$214 billion—more than 10 times the cost
of this program.

. We are nowhere mnear meeting our
yearly conservation needs. At the rate
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we are now going it will take 30 years to
do a once-over conservation job on the
farms of this countiry. With all of the
progress that has been made, we are still
taking out of the soil each year twice the
volume of plant nutrients we are putting
back. At the rate we are going now it
will be 10 to 12 years before the gains
from conservation are equal to the an-
nual losses from scil deterioration.

One of the scil authorities testifying
before our subcommittee made a remark
worth remembering. -

“When we get a little hungry,” he said,
“we will pay more attention to this job.”

I would hate to feel, and I do not feel,
Mr. Chairman, that the decision of this
Congress will be to wait until we get a
little hungry. I do not believe that the
farmers of this country put us in office
to provide a stretchout program for con=-
servation such as proposed by the De-
partment of Agriculture.

In the conservation sign-up campaign
for this year, farmers ‘'indicated, as
brought out in the hearings, that they
would like to ecarry out practices totaling
more than three times the amount that
can be provided in this bill. In actual
conservation assistance on the land, this
program will provide only $112 million
in 1954. As the able gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. WaITTEN] has said,
“This is not a payment to a man to stick
into his pocket. It is a contribution as a
part of what he actually put back into
the land.” The $112 million in actual
work represents only one-third of the
total cost. The farmers will more than
double this amounf in cash costs and
labor.

If we were attempting to provide for a
total conservation job, based on annual
needs as determined by the States, it
would take an appropriation seven and
one-half times the amount provided in
this bill. No one is advocating such an
expenditure.

During the period in which farm pro-
duction climbed highest we had the in-
centive of a rising price level and high
net income for agriculture. What as-
surances do farmers have today that the
price structure will remain favorable?
Any slackening in our effort now—any
stretchout of this much needed work—
means falling further behind.

Conservation is not something that
can be set aside to be taken up at a more
convenient time. Erosion and soil loss
go on day in and day out, year after year.
The rate of gain in conservation should,
in the national interest, at least keep
pace with the rate of soil decline.

When it comes to a matter as impor-
tant as food, it is the need which should
be our guide. This is a case, Mr. Chair=-
man, where the national interes* de=
mands that we lift our eyes beyond the
dollar sign. This is a case where we can
afford to subordinate the dollar to human
need.

In another part of this bill, your com=
mittee has restored $2'2 million in pro=
duction and subistence loans for the
Farmers’ Home Administration. The
record of the Farmers’ Home Adminis-
tration is outstanding. But with the
funds available, it has been unable to
help more than 35 percent of the appli-
cants for loans. Itshould be remembered
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that families who apply for loans from
this agency cannot obtain credit from
any other source. This program has the
support of bankers and businessmen.

On the average, participants turn to
other credit agencies after they have had
Farmers’ Home Administration loans for
about 3% years even though mortgages
are drawn for T years.

Since it has been indicated that it will
not be necessary to use as much money
for subsequent loans to present borrow-
ers, it would be possible to help about
800 more families in the next fiscal year.
The repayment record of borrowers of
this agency shows that less than 4 per-
cent of the total amount loaned will be
written off as a loss to the taxpayer.
Production and subsistence loans are the
first steps toward strengthening family-
type farms.

Mr. Chairman, your committee recom-
mends $135 million for REA loans and
a modest expansion of $15 million in
rural telephone loans in this bill. The
$50 million for telephone loans is the
amount requested by the Department of
Agriculture. There are approximately
$100 million in telephone loan applica-
tions now pending in REA. This is an
important program. According to the
1950 census, less than 2 out of 5 Ameri-
can farms had telephone service of any
kind. From the evidence brought out at
the hearings, your committee feels that
this bill will provide for an orderly devel-
opment of this work.

Your committee did not feel that it
would be wise to approve a stretch-out
program for rural power. The loan
funds for REA represent an investment
in national growth and national security.
This money will be returned to the Treas-
ury with interest. Loan repayments are
well ahead of schedule.

Approximately 11 percent of American
farms are still without electric service.
More than 1,000 REA borrowers serve
nearly 4 million farm people and operate
over 1,200,000 miles of line. Over half
of these lines are more than 5 years old.
The point has been reached where it is
essential that adequate maintenance
programs are carried out to assure con-
tinued and reliable service to farmers,
and to protect the Government’s invest-
ment. There are about $2 billion in
loans outstanding. Heavy repayments
will be coming due in the next few years.

Power requirements are increasing.
Power shortages still exist in some areas.
Farmers last year used more than 17
billion kilowatt-hours of electric energy.
This is more power than is used by four
of our large industrial centers in a year.

The power requirements of REA bor-
rowers alone last year were 1315 billion
kilowatt-hours. And it is estimated
that REA borrowers alone will need about
20 billion kilowatt-hours by 1955—an
increase of nearly 50 percent in 3 years,

Every dollar invested in bringing elec-
tricity to a farm multiplies itself 3 or 4
times in additional business to the local
communities and towns. This program
has created at least $8 billion worth of
initial new business, strictly as a by-
product of bringing farmers central sta-
tion service.

Most of the power now purchased by
rural families is used in the home, for
this is the first place it is needed, Great
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additional benefits can be realized in the
future from an expansion in the use of
electricity for increased farm production.

Mr. Chairman, it has been the policy of
REA to make sufficient loan funds avail-
able to electric cooperatives that they
can meet the needs for expansion of sys-
tems so long as they show satisfactory
evidence of being able to repay.

It has also been the policy to make
loans for generation and transmission of
electric power. This is an important
point. It isone of the main reasons that
the average cost of power to REA bor-
rowers has come down one-fifth since
1941.

I am sure that the Congress desires to
take no action which would weaken the
ability of REA cooperatives to meet the
expanding requirements for rural power,
or to obtain favorable rates for farm
families.

Mr. Chairman, your committee has re-
stored the drastic cut recommended in
the Benson budget for the school-lunch
program., This program is helping to
provide better diets for our school chil-
dren. It encourages the use of dairy
products, meats, and other good whole-
some foods.

This program is operating in 55,700
schools. There are only about 3,000
schools in the country which have lunch
programs of their own. Ten million
school children are receiving the bene-
fit of this programr—nearly a third of
the total enrollment in elementary and
high schools. Enrollment in schools is
now increasing at the rate of about 1%
million children a year, compared with a
rate of 800,000 in 1951,

The funds appropriated for this pro-
gram all go for the purchase of food.
Between 80 and 90 percent of the food
used by the schools is purchased locally.
When the purchases of more than 55,000
schools are added together, they repre-
sent a large market. This year schools
will spend about $270 million for local
purchases of food.

To reduce the funds for this program,
as proposed in the Benson budget, might
well increase the price of the lunch to
many school children and limit partici-
pation in this important program. The
States are now putting $3 into this pro-
gram for every $1 the Federal Govern-
ment contributes.

Mr. Chairman, your subcommittee on
agricultural appropriations has worked
long hours to bring you a bill that meets
the needs of the Nation. We have been
ever mindful of the state of the Nation's
finances. We have tried to make every
penny do a job of utmost importance.
We recognize the need for bare-bone
economy, as well as the need for wise
economy which makes every dollar work
for us. We have tried to provide the
means by which programs for the growth
and development of agriculture can be
carried forward. ILet me remind you
that a balanced budget over a period of
years will depend largely upon a thriving
agriculture from which flows the raw
materials of production and the sources
of employment.

In a world of enduring peace, the
goods of a productive agriculture are
weapons in the continuing fight on pov=
erty, hunger, and disease, In peace and
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war, agriculture has served the Nation
well. It remains the backbone of our
might and seeks only to serve us with the
food and materials we need to build
strength against enemies, and to raise
even higher a standard of living already
unbelievable to millions in great areas of
the world.

The productive capacity of American
agriculture did not just happen. It was
built by men of faith and foresight, It
was built by the ceaseless labor of farm
families striving always to improve the
resources and methods of production.
Government to them is not an auto-
cratic landlord doling out undeserved
relief; it is a working partner paid out of
their taxes and serving them in honest
return., The farmer is a citizen first and
shares fully in the common fate of the
Nation; he is not separate from Govern-
ment but a part of it.

George Washington knew this when
he said:

I know of no pursuit in which more real
and important service can be rendered to
any country than the improvement of its
agriculture.

This has been the sole and overriding
desire of your subcommittee—to serve
our country by helping to improve our
agriculture. We present this bill to you
with pride in our work and with the
humble hope that you too will appreciate
its importance to the future of these
United States.

I now yield to my colleague the gen-
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. BaiLEy].

Mr. BAILEY. I asked the distin-
guished gentleman from Minnesota to
vield for the purpose of complimenting
him, not only as an individual but also
the members of the subcommittee, for
the restoration of the proposed cut.in
the school-lunch program. I think it
was an excellent job, and I hope the
committee and the Congress will approve
the subcommittee’s action.

Mr. MARSHALL. I appreciate the
gentleman’'s compliments, and I assure
him that if I had known he was asking
me to yield for that purpose I would
most willingly have yielded.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., MARSHALL. I yield.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. Is there
anything in this bill in reference to the
appropriation for funds for land-utiliza-
tion projects which were begun a num-
ber of years ago by the Government and
which are being maintained as land-
utilization projects?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I believe
the answer to that would be $1,248,000.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. I would
like to call the gentleman's attention to
this fact: There are a great many of
these projects which are more than self-
sustaining. For instance, in my district
we have two of these projects which pay
a very liberal return to the Government
of the United States. I do not think
there is anything in the report—at t,
there is nothing that I see—which shows
the Government is getting the money

. back or that money is being placed in

the Treasury and shown as a credit offset

_on the amount of money that is paid.
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Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The
chairman of this subcommittee will in-
form the gentleman that in a good many
places throughout this bill there are off-
setting receipts. For example, in the
Forest Service there are considerable re-
ceipts from timber sales. Were we to
take credit for all such receipts as offsets,
the size of the bill would be consider-
ably less.

Furthermore, in reference to the
school-lunch program, that $83,350,000
should properly not be charged against
agriculture. That appropriation is for
the benefit of the schoolchildren of
America. The members of this subcom=-
mittee have thought more about the
welfare of the schoolchildren of Amer-
ica than trying to make a record as far
as this particular bill is concerned.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. I think,
however, it could well be taken into con-
sideration in estimating the cost of the
farm program when some of the money
is being returned as in the case of the
land-utilization projects. One more
question, if I may inguire further of the
gentleman: Is there any study being
made now which the gentleman knows
of by the Department of Agriculture in
reference to the dust storms we are hav-
ing now throughout the Middle West?
I recently experienced the discomfort of
flying through one of those duststorms.
The dust was being blown out of Texas,
Oklahoma, Kansas, and other States in
that area. The entire air was just laden
with this dust moving from these areas.
I know it is doing a great deal of harm
to those areas. Is any study or any ef-
fort being made to offset that?

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman, I
am sure, is aware that over the years
the soil-conservation work being done
attacks that problem. I appreciate the
fact that the gentleman is raising the
question.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana.
is extremely important.

Mr. MARSHALL. Many times people
feel when we talk about soil conserva-
tion, we are only dealing with the water
problem. The conservation of our land
from the standpoint of wind erosion is
as important, if not more so than other
types of erosion.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana, The time
has come when this country has to do
something about wind erosion.

Mr. MARSHALL. I do know that
many of the practices carried out, that
protect the soil from wind erosion, are
also those same practices that assist in
times of flood dangers. -

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has expired.

Mr., WHITTEN. Mr., Chairman, I
yield the gentleman 2 additional minutes.

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington.

Mr. HORAN. The gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. Brooks] raises a very
valid point. On page 464 of the hear-
ings you will find a chart which I had
inserted in the Recorp. In fact, I com=-
piled it myself from information sup-
plied by several departments. It shows
the amount of work and the amount of
money that is being spent on range re-
vegetation, where a lot of your dust

I think it
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comes from. This bill also carries $5
million with which we propose to set up
pilot plants to study watershed flood pre=
vention, which will work in that direc-
tion. If you have studied soil conserva-
tion work, you will know that where you
have a good distriet, the wind can pass
over those farms with a minimum of ero-
sion from the wind. I would say that
permeating this bill we have a great
many programs, which this bill sup-
plies, which work in the direction of
stopping that which you complain about.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. I thank
the gentleman. Let me say to the gen-
tleman our problem in Louisiana is not
one of wind erosion., We often have too
much water in my State; but I flew over
areas at least a thousand miles away
from those wind-eroded areas, and I
found the sky 5 miles up laden with dust.
I know it is blown up there from the
whole countryside in some areas. It is
a serious question. I am making a seri=-
ous study of this most important
problem.

Mr. HORAN. I wish the gentleman
would study this chart which I men-
tion, because in addition to the Depart-
ment of Agriculture we have the biggest
of these landholdings in the Department
of the Interior. We also have land-
holdings owned by the armed services.
As far as the clouds and skies and study
of the jet streams are concerned, which
we discovered in 1944, experiments are
now going on in the State of Washing-
ton, conducted by the weather bureau.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has again
expired.

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Washington [Mr. Horanl.

Mr. HORAN, Mr. Chairman, I want
to join with my two friends from Minne-
sota in the things they have said about
the rest of this subcommittee and our
clerk, Ross Pope.

I want to talk today generally, in this
general debate, about the place of Amer-
ican agriculture, and perhaps to relate
it to world peace and what we may be
able to do in that direction. I think I
shall have some interesting statistics for
you and will try to prove to you why it
is so essential that we maintain a healthy
agriculture here in this good earth of
ours, which is the last best hope of men
for peace, I think.

Every weekend or so my colleagues
have been going out to Las Vegas, Nev.,,
where continuing billion-dollar atomic
experiments are on display. There is
drama in it. It defies all conscience,
and we are left bewildered, stunned, im-
pressed.

Today, our subcommittee brings before
you a simple bill. In direct appropria-
tions it is less than last year's budget.
It deals with bread—common, real—no
more dramatic than the old shoes you
threw away last week—much less dra-
matic than atom bombs. And yet, hum-
ble though it may be, food is also a defi-
nite factor in a lasting peace. And be-
cause we are a nation seeking a lasting
peace, I am thankful for the opportunity,
along with my colleagues on this sub-
committee, to talk with you about the

work of a great Department of this Gov=
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ernment of ours. I speak of the Depart=
ment of Agriculture.

We are not Greeks bearing gifts for
the world. We are simple Americans go-
ing about our free way of life—produc-
tive, well meaning, and neighborly. We
bring to you today a supply bill to en-
able our Department of Agriculture to
continue on through fiscal 1954. These
are necessary funds, How necessary
and how cheap is the investment we
here propose to make.

‘We live in a world of some 2,400,000,-
000 persons. Our best available statis-
tics indicate that since the end of World
War II our ability to produce food in this
world has increased only some 9 per-
cent—our population is increasing at the
rate of 12 percent, leaving a deficit of
caloric intake around the globe. This
world skates on thin ice in the matter of
food. Today the National Research
Council reports that the average calories
daily consumed by various peoples in cer-
tain areas around the globe border dan-
gerously on the slow-starvation side,

Figures of the Office of Foreign Agri-
cultural Service, which include staples
such as wheat, rice, and the prinecipal
crops, as well as supplemental food items
such as vegetables and fruits, are:

Calorles Remarks

Serious,
Do,
Do,
Do,

4 Borderline of
need.
South Ameriea..._.... 2,250-3,090..... Ample.
Northern Europe 1.___| 2,400-3,200_____ Do,
North Ameriea._....__| 3,180 __._..... Dao,
U.8.B.R.. --=| 2,800.. Do,

1 Deficiencies exist in Danube Valley.

Living, as we do, in a world of bombs
and bread, I feel that it is particularly
timely and important as we today con-
sider our appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, to once more refresh
our memories with relation to the work
this Department is doing—and also to
envisage the work this bill will enable it
to accomplish during fiscal 1954.

To me, I feel that it is well for us to
realize the entire import of what our
Nation and our neighbor to the North—
Canada—mean in terms of hunger
wherever you may find if.

Hunger knows no law, sacred or civil.
In Starvation, Truths, Half-Truths, and
Untruths, written by Frank Pearson and
Don Paarlberg in 1946—MTr. Paarlberg is
now an Assistant to Secretary Benson—
they say:

Throughout history, hunger has known no
law. The pressure of population on the food
supply caused the more powerful groups of
men to raid or seize the fertile valleys, plaina
or countries from their better fed, though
weaker, neighbors. History records that
many different races raided the fertile val=-
leys of the Euphrates, the Nile, the Danube,
the Rhine, the Volga, and the Yangtze. The
natives of the Scotch highlands raided the
lowlands to the south. The Pilgrims, driven
by hunger, raided the food supplies of the
Indians. Sometimes these raiders were small
groups of men and sometimes they were
armies of millions. They sought more meat,
more grain, or more living space.

In the known history of man, famines,

whether caused by weather, war, or
greeds to which man is heir, have caused
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widespread suffering, migrations, politi-
cal upheavals and death. Our earliest
record of a famine is some 2,000 years be-
fore the time of Abraham. And still with.
all our vaunted progress, the Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations estimates that half of the
world’s 2.4 billion inhabitants are today
on seriously insufficient diets. Perhaps
the worst areas of famine are those
which depend upon the seasonal rains,
the monsoons, and so forth, where failure
of the weather can bring widespread
suffering to thickly populated areas
which depend upon such weather for the
production of their food.

No exact chronology of all the world's
famines in the last 4,000 years is at hand,
but of the great famines of history un-
doubtedly somewhere between 600 and
700 can be authenticated from the begin-
ning of our records until the present day.
It is estimated that 50 percent of Chinese
mortality is directly or indirectly caused
by chronic malnutrition, and the Uni-
versity of Nanking lists 1,829 famines in
the last 2,000 years for China alone. We
know that famines are frequently men-
tioned in the Old Testament. We know
that famines occurred in Rome during
the height of her so-called prosperity.
We know that Europe all through the
years has had her famines with the con-
sequent effects.

As late as the early Middle Ages, can-
nibalism was not uncommon even in
Western Europe. In Scotland, after 4
years of famine in A. D. 936, we are told
that people began to devour one another.
During the Irish famine of 963 and 964,
parents sold their children for food. We
are told that severe and extended fam-
ines of the years preceding 1095 were
a contributive cause of the First Crusade
and that Pope Urban II, in a speech at
Clermont, referred to the land of France
as “too narrow for its dense population;
nor does it abound in wealth; and it fur-
nishes scarcely food enough for its culti-
vators. Hence it is that you murder and
devour one another, that you wage war.”
The Crusades made a potent economic
appeal to the peasantry of Europe, espe-
cially of Prance.

The first 400 years of the second mil-
lennium since Christ saw many famines
throughout Europe and throughout the
world. They followed the trail of the
Tartars of Genghis Kahn and the armies
of other conquerors and would-be con-
querors in the world.

Of all the great famines in India and
in Asia, the famine in Bengal, India, in
1770 ranks among the most destructive,
A third of the population, 10 million peo-
ple, perished, and entire communities
were wiped out. When new crops came
forth, they often had no owners. Again
in India, even after the industrial revo-
lution, a great famine occurred in 1876-
78 and 5 million persons perished from
famine in Bombay, Madras, and Mysore.
At the same time, there was a severe
famine in North China where 9% mil-
lion people are said to have perished.
That’s only some 75 years ago.

With the coming of the industrial
revolution, of course, and the rapid
growth of railroads, steamships, and
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other means of transportation in the 19th
century, outright famine in time of peace
has been more generally avoided in the
highly developed industrial areas of the
world.

The great famine in Ireland in 1846-
47 caused a death toll of over a million
persons and resulted in tremendous mi-
grations to the United States. All told,
Ireland’s population was reduced as a re-
sult of this famine by 2% million. This
gives us a new concept of the effect of
famine when migration is possible. It
also brings clearly to us our responsibility
as producers and the need to facilitate
more speedily the transportation of food
from areas of production to areas of
want.

However, the industrial revolution
has presented some interesting para-
doxes. It has been reported that in the
Indian famine of 1876-78, which has been
mentioned earlier, while 5 million people
were dying of hunger, the exports of
cereals through the port of Calcutta
never stopped. :

The cures of famine, of course, are
obvious. We must reclaim more land,
we must drain our swamps in order to
increase the land available for cultiva-
tion, and, further we must take advan-
tage of new and improved means of agri-
culture production. We must have new
crops, new hybrids, improved breeds of
animals, etc. In many parts of the
world, improvement in land holding
regulations and in methods of taxation
will result in increased production. We
must take care of the soil, conserve it,
fertilize it and improve its consistency.

According to the FAO, in its second
world food supply survey published last
November, the following is true:

Many of the present significant pat-
terns of food production, trade, and
consumption, if they did not altogether
originate from the Second World War,
have at any rate taken clearer shape as
a result. The low level of food produc-
tion in the underdeveloped areas of the
world, and the wide disparities between
food consumption in these areas and in
the more advanced countries have long
been recognized as outstandingly serious
aspects of the world's food and agricul-
tural situation. The effect of the Second
World War was fo aggravate these prob-
lems acutely. Territories were laid waste
not only in Europe, but also in the Far
East, Destruction of livestock, farm
machinery, and farm buildings, storage
and processing facilities was on an im-
mense scale; soil reserves and sometimes
agricultural manpower were seriously
reduced. Most of the prolific fishing
grounds were closed and the best craft
were converted to war purposes. Impor-
tant sources of supply and markets were
cut off from each other. The immense
burden of supplying the Allied Powers
with food and other requisites for the
war effort fell upon the few areas in
which supplies were accessible, especially
those in which output could be expanded
rapidly, In this way, the main features
of the postwar dependence of large areas
of the world on the surpluses of North
America and Oceania emerged. The his-
tory of the world food situation during
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the postwar years is essentially that of
an arduous struggle to increase agricul-
tural and other output all over the world,
and to restore some balance in the pat-
terns of production and international
trade. The struggle is still continuing,
its successful issue obstructed by politi-
cal disturbances, by repeated foreign ex-
change crises and by recurrent shortages
of raw materials and other means of
production.

The world continues to be in a pre-
carious balance as far as the adequacy of
its food supply is concerned. 1

The following conclusion from the
May 1952 issue of Fortune magazine may,
however, be as sound a one as can be
found at the present juncture of world
history:

The world faces, as it always has, an end-
less struggle to feed itself, today and tomor-
row. It would be disastrous for man to as-
sume that a solution is inevitable, that he
can sit back and wait for science to supply
it. But there is no reason for energetic and
ingenious men to despair.

As my colleague from Minnesota has
pointed out, we do not propose in this
bill to weaken, in any way, our American
agriculture,.

The measure also indicates some new
;ccents that, to me, are truly sources of

ope.

First, we propose a new direction for
a wiser use of funds for flood preven-
tion. This, to those areas of the United
States which suffer from excessive spring
runoffs of water or from flash floods, is
truly an important program. Moreover,
it holds some promise of watershed and
water conservation that can, in the fu-
ture, be of immense importance.

In periods of drought, the retention of
these waters held on the watersheds in
the spring can be a source of real salva-
tion. The floods which we have exper-
ienced in Kansas, Texas, California, and
elsewhere in the Nation make an active
consideration of this prineciple of con-
servation no longer avoidable.

The second accent which this bill car-
ries is that of the Office of Foreign Agri-
cultural Service. One of the first acts of
Secretary Benson was to make this into
one of the major divisions of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture and change its name
from the Office of Foreign Agricultural
Relations to that of the Office of Foreign
Agricultural Service. A trade promotion
program is being set up and at long last
we in the United States are going out to
reassert our historical place in world ag-
riculture markets. The importance of
this is at once apparent, for we are a
productive nation. We must remain pro-
ductive, and rather than worry about the
existence of surplus, we should rejoice
that we do have surpluses and go ener-
getically about the business of getting
these surpluses into the stomachs of
hungry people everywhere. )

I trust that the Congress and the com-
mittee will appreciate our responsibilities
in this matter of food, and thus make it
possible to promote the movement of our
surplus agriculture stocks into every land,

Perhaps one of the most illustrative
programs that today exists is that of the
international wheat agreement which
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was recently reentered into on a 3-year
basis. It illustrates the picture which
we have in the world today. Some 45
nations of the free world are party to it.
Four of those nations are classed as ex-
porters of wheat. Forty-one are listed
as importers and, yet, of the 4 exporters,
only 2 are important—Canada and the
United States. Australia is listed as an
exporter but the present favorable world
price of wool has led her producers to
go into wool production rather than
grain growing. France is listed as an
exporter but her contribution is so small
as to be almost insignificant.

In this program we loom large. We
contribute some 275 million bushels of
wheat each year. The new agreement
carries a higher ceiling price than the
one first entered into in 1948. When we
talk of people, let us not forget that
bread is far more important than bombs.

It was my pleasure about a year ago
to attend the international wheat agree-
ments and when I saw people from Asia,
rice-eating nations, actively represented
in the international wheat agreements
and wanting our wheat, I knew then
that there was a place for the United
States in any arena where we work for a
lasting peace. This is one of the pro-
grams that is today of such immense
importance.

We must remain productive, for even
in our own country, as has been so
graphically pointed out, our population
is likewise increasing.

It is now estimated that there will be
195 million people in the United States
by 1975. Last year’s estimate was 190
million people by 1975, That is just 22
years away. o

The 195 million figure is equal to our
present population, plus the present
populations of the States of Maine, New
Hampshire, Vermont, New York, Massa-
chusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut,
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, and
New Jersey.

To feed these 195 million folks, the
28.4 billion pounds of meat necessary to
supply today’s menu will require:

Pork: Today's production, plus the
present production from Nebraska and
Iowa;

Beef: Today's production, plus the
present production from Oklahoma,
Texas, and Minnesota;

Lamb and mutton: Today’s produc-
tion, plus the present production from
Nevada, Utah, Wyoming, and Montana.

In terms of milk and eggs, the figures
are astounding:

Milk: Today's production, plus the
present production of Wisconsin, Michi-
gan, Vermont, and Illinois;

Eggs: Today's production, plus the
present production from California,
Kansas, Missouri, Illinois, Pennsylvania,
and Vermont.

Some way we must find and wheel into
our production line, 115 million acres.
That is more than the combined produc-
tive fertile fields of today’s States of
Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan, Indiana,
and Ohio,

Some way we are going to feed those
people. We do not agree with the Mal=-
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thusian premise that famine, war, and
pestilence bring about an inevitable lev=
eling of population in terms of available
food production.

Today we have some 462 million pro-
ductive acres. From these acres we feed
our present population amply and have
40 million acres for export. We need 115
million more, for it is estimated that
we will need 577 million acres to feed
our own population in 1975.

From irrigation and drainage, we can
see an additional 45 million acres. Con=-
servation and other types of reclama-
tion, including more and wiser use of
chemicals and fertilizers must supply
the rest.

Our Nation needs to save what we
have and to bring into full production
everything that can be reclaimed. . Qur
Nation needs it and since the world's
population is increasing at the rate of
12 percent, while world food production
is increasing at only 9 percent, the world
needs it also.

Hunger knows no law and history
records that hunger means invasions,
war, and death.

It could happen here if we lose vision.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HORAN. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I wish to
compliment the gentleman on his very
constructive talk, I think it was a real
contribution on the subject under dis-
cussion today. The gentleman has evi-
dently given this much study.

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HORAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Tennessee.

Mr, EVINS. I would like to add my
compliments on the splendid statement
of the gentleman. I think he has given
much thought to these important prob-
lems. He mentioned in the course of his
fine speech the famines throughout his-
tory and our growing population. In
view of these facts, may I ask the gen-
tleman for his comments upon the ap=-
propriation for the Soil Conservation
Service?

In view of the fact that there is need
for the production of more and more
food, and we do not have the land, is not
the best means of assuring such greater
production, the conservation of our soil?

Mr. HORAN. I want the gentleman
to know that we gave a great deal of
thought to that. The additional $5 mil-
lion which we have put in the bill under
flood prevention work will also be ad-
ministered by the Soil Conservation
Service. I can envisage, as the gentle-
man ecan, that this division of the De-
partment of Agriculture still has a big
job ahead of it. That is conservation
on water sheds, but that is also an im-
portant form of conservation, as was
brought out by the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. Brooks]. I think as far
as soil conservation appropriations are
concerned, they are not forming new
districts as fast as they anticipated,
and that is the reason for the amount
in the bill.
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Mr. EVINS. It is the gentleman’s
view then that the reductions that have
been made will be offset by increases in
conservation in the watershed field?

Mr. HORAN. I think so, and we hope
80. At least our subcommittee are in
agreement on that.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield so
that I may make further reply to the
gentleman's inquiry?

Mr. HORAN. I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The gen-

eman from Washington is entirely cor-
rect when he says that the new districts
have not come in as anticipated. In
fact, for fiscal 1953 we made sufficient
money available for 2,64C districts, as of
March 1, 2,502 had been organized,
Forty more are expected by June 30.
Consequently, the 100 or more antici-
pated for this coming fiscal year will be
more than taken care of in what we made
available last year. Hence, you will see
no increase for the first time in many
years on this particular program, but
all districts will be well taken care of.

Mr. EVINS. I thank the gentleman
for his explanation.

Mr. HARRISON of Nebraska. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HORAN. I yield.

Mr. HARRISON of Nebraska. I con-
gratulate the gentleman on the very fine
and graphie presentation he has made
of the problems of agriculture, as he has
stated them today. I am only sorry
that more Members of the House are not
present to hear the gentleman because
I think what he has said is very much
worthwhile, and something we need to
know more about, and something that
we need to try to look into in the future
in an effort to solve these problems. I
think the gentleman has done a very
fine job.

Mr. HORAN. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 30 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, in bringing you this
appropriation bill as so frequently hap-
pens, it does not represent in its entirety
my own personal views, nor, I am sure,
does it represent the views of any indi-
vidual member of the committee in its
entirety. But I do feel that we have
brought a bill here which represents a
composite of the views of the entire
membership of the committee. It is a
bill which I expect to support because I
think 1t is a good bill. I served, as you
know, for 4 years as chairman of this
subcommittee, and during that time I
had the wholehearted cooperation of
the two fine Republican members of that
committee, the present chairman, Hon.
H. Carr AnDERSEN, and Hon, WALTER
Horan. They are informed, able Mem-
bers of Congress. We brought out a joint
bill during those 4 years. We have now
had added to the committee the gentle-.
man from California, Hon. ArLan Oag-
LEY HUNTER, and the gentleman from
Wisconsin, Hon. MeLviN R. Lairp. On
the Democratic side, we have had added
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to our subcommittee Hon. Frep Mar=
sHALL from Minnesota. All are out-
standing Members of Congress. I want
to say to you I do not know how you
could have selected men with more in-
terest in agriculture, and who have made
a greater contribution to the hearings
and the handling of this matter within
the subcommittee. I wish to join in the
statements about our executive clerk,
Ross Pope. There is no finer.

There are a number of items in this
bill, which I think perhaps I should men-
tion here, First, and I think I should
answer it—we are reading in the press
or at least I have and I have had a num-
ber of telephone calls where they point
out that a news story carried the report
that this bill was $100 million above the
budget recommended by Secretary Ben-
son. First, that is not true. Secondly,
in their news story they counted loan
authorizations as part of the operating
expenses of the Department. Whoever
heard of counting the loans made by a
bank as part of the operating expenses?

If you have heard of that, whoever
heard of reporting loan authorizations
as a part of the annual operating costs?
And if you were going to count those
loan authorizations as an annual cost in
this bill, why not give the Department
credit then for the money collected from
selling timber, which amounts to some=-
thing more than $40 million? Why not
give the Department credit for the mil-
lions of dollars which it collects annu-
ally on loans heretofore made, and from
fees? Such funds go into the general
receipts of the Treasury. If you are
going to list loan authorizations as an
annual charge, why not delete from
this bill the amount of money that we
spent in Mexico on the foot-and-mouth
disease? Why do you not delete from
the charge against appropriations for
this Department the $83,300,000 which is
furnished for the school-lunch program?
I do not mean to do away with the
school-lunch program, but why charge it
to this appropriation?

I mention these things because those
of us who have a sincere regard for agri-
culture have tried to do a good job in
holding down expenses in this Depart-
ment to these bare essentials.

THE FACTS

The facts are these: The appropriation
for the Department of Agriculture in
this bill is $24,301,505 less than the ap-
propriation last year. The appropria-
tions for the Department of Agriculture
are 30.7 percent less than in 1940. Per-
sonnel in the Department of Agriculture,
under the terms of this bill, are 38.1 per-
cent less than in 1940. I would like to
point out that so far as the rest of the
Government is concerned, for the pres-
ent fiscal year appropriations for all
activities of the Government, exclusive
of national defense and atomic energy,
are 139 percent above 1940; and the
number of Federal employees engaged
in the operations of the Government, ex-
clusive of national-defense items, are 126
percent above 1940,
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: BELIEF IN BALANCING THE BUDGET

T believe in balancing the budget, but
feel it should be balanced where it has
become unbalanced; and that is largely
with regard to the activities of the Gov=
ernment where the great increases have

- been made,

RECORD FOR ECONOMY

Mr. Chairman, since I have made a
real fight for adequate attention to
American agriculture and expect to sup-
port this bill to the limit of my ability,
I think I have a right to say that I will
compare my record for economy in Gov-
ernment with anyone in Congress. Un-
like some who have gotten lots of credit
by talking about how large the Federal
Government is and how many employees
it has, but who stop there, I know I have
done something about it and feel justi-
fied in pointing out some of my affirma-
tive actions for economy which have
bheen incorporated into law since I have
been a Member of this Congress.

ELK HILLS

In the first full term served in the
Congress raised the question of legality
of the lease of oil reserves by the Navy,
got an appropriation held up, preventing
the loss of hundreds of millions of dol-
lars., The Secretary of Navy insisted I
was wrong., However, my actions were
approved by the Department of Justice.
Later Secretary Knox came in to say
he had pulled a “boner.”

NAVY USE OF VACANT ARMY BASES

When the Navy attempted to secure
over $300 million for new facilities, man-
aged to get Army witnesses before our
Navy subcommittee and found that dur-
ing the 4 years of the war there has been
no meeting of the joint committee on
use of facilities, The Army had said it
had no facilities to mrake available to
the Navy because the Navy asked for
abandoned facilities, and the Army
called them vacated. We used more
than 169 vacated Army facilities by the
Navy, saving more than $300 million.
For this I received the commendation of
Secretary Forrestal.

FEDERAL PUBLIC HOUSING

When it developed that the Federal
Public Housing Authority had twice as
many of its people in salary brackets
above $5,000 a year as other agencies of
Government, wrote the language linrit-
ing the agency to not more than 20 per-
cent of their force in that category.

INLAND WATERWAYS

When it developed that the employees
of the Inland Waterways Corporation
were absolutely strangling the Corpora-
tion by their “featherbedding” and other
practices, gave them the benefit of civil
service and when they attempted to fol-
low their former activities they found
that under civil service they could not
strike against the Government. Such
provision saved that activity and much
money besides, and is still carried in the
act.

AMERICAN SPRUCE CORPORATION
Was the acting head of the Appropria-
tions Subcommittee on Government Cor-
porations which discovered the Anreri-
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can Spruce Corporation had existed
since World War I at an annual cost of
thousands of dollars to the Government,
but had done nothing and actually no
one even had a record of it. We
abolished it.

INVESTIGATIONS AND CORRECTIONS

In 1950 was author of provision of law
requiring regular departments of Gov-
ernment to meet wartime needs with
regular personnel and funds,

RESOLUTION 10

Mr. Chairman, I was the author of
Resolution 10, of the Appropriations
Committee, passed last year, as follows:

Resolved, That it shall be the policy of
the Appropriations Committee that the pro=
grams and budget estimates of each depart-
ment or agency shall be inspected and
checked by investigators of the Appropria-
tions Committee each year; and

The appropriate subcommittee may direct
the particular phases to which special atten-
tion shall be given.

The present administration is proceed=
ing under that resolution now.

LIMITATIONS ON PERSONNEL

Mr. Chairman, it was my amendment,
Public Law 253, section 1310, and Public
Law 375, section 1302, which limited the
total number of permanent Federal em=-
ployees to that of September 1, 1950;
provides for orderly promotions; re-
quires a report annually to the Congress
as to the annual grade and salary in
each bureau and agency. We did not
have such provision in World War IT and
ended up with an extra expenditure of
$2 billion a year as a result. By reason
of this law, which the Congress adopted,
experts estimate that the Government
is saved an amount exceeding one-half
billion dollars a year.

When we had the Joint Committee on
the Budget—made up of members of
Appropriations and Tax Committees of
the House and Senate—I offered the res-
olution to set aside a percentage of our
annual income for application on the
principal of the national debt. When
the Democrats were in the majority on
that special committee, I got the vote of
all the Republicans, When the Republi-
cans were in the majority, I got the
votes of the Democratic minority. Both
recognized the soundness of the ap-
proach. However, I failed to get the
resolution adopted.

OTHER ACTS FOR ECONOMY

A few years ago led the fight in the
Appropriations Committee to reduce
foreign economic aid programs by 15
percent. This was adopted.

Wrote a provision requiring that be-
fore nitrogenous fertilizer could be
shipped overseas, the Department of
Agriculture had to make a survey and
certify there were sufficient quantities
left for the American users.

Last year, when it developed that
through the foreign-aid programs, in
many instances, we were providing the
money through grants to foreign coun-
tries and they selling our own commod-
ities below cost to us in exchange for
our own money, wrote the provision of
law which prohibits continuation of such
program. This saves us much money
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and in addition will have the effect of
firming up prices for American com-
modities, as against using our own
money through foreign aid to drag down
prices for American producers.
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All this in addition to individual votes
for reductions in appropriations,
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
You may say, “How about agricul-
ture?” Let us see the record:

Comparison of approprialions and employment of Deparlment of Agriculture with other
civilian departments and agencies (regular annual appropriations)

Fiscal year 1040 Fiscal year19s3 | Percentage Increase or
Department
Appropri- | Employ- | Appropri- | Employ- | Appropri- | Employ-
ations ment ations ment ations ment
Agriculture.._. $1,054.9 91,370 $733.8 57,035 |  —%30.4 —38.7
Commerce. 54.2 26, 690 .2 65,172 | +1,370.8 +144.1
Interior. 101. 2 46, 547 545, 5 60, 677 185. 3 -+30. 3
Justice 152.6 114,720 184. 4 382,104 250. 6 —+118. 7
5 Ah| it o3| wim| fHE
i L0 " 7 251, 7
gt?tte_o e 21.0 6, 302 261.7 31,302 | 41,1461 +306. 7
e R e R L 215.9 , 256 655, 5 89, 460 +203. 6 +50.9
Independent offices........ 3,301.9 77,160 | 15 100.9 273, 760 +54. 4 +254.8
Other offices and agencies 1, 469.1 120, 269 4,126.8 357, 019 -+180.9 +197.6
Total (excluding Agriculture)._ ... 6,134.5 58, 091 14, G88. 3 1,422,078 +139. 4 +116.1
Total civilian activities_________ $7,180.4 §15,422.1 .
Agriculture to total percentage... 14|. 7 4]7

1 Appropriations and employment for judlelary included in 1040. Carried under ““Other offices and agencles” in

1053 column,

1E Atomic Energy Commission and stockpiling. Sy
3 Fﬁxpgﬂlife(;smmamder of Federal establishment, excluding Defense Department, military assistance under Mutual

Security, interest on public debt, permanent and indefini

Mr. Chairman, for the 4 years I served
as chairman of the Subcommittee on
Agricultural Appropriations and served
on such committee, we brought about a
complete reorganization in the Depart-
ment on its means of using property,
saving in excess of a million and a half
dollars a year; caused the Department to
use cold-storage facilities belonging to
the military instead of building their
own: asked that an investigation be made
of the Commodity Credit Corporation;
and all subsequent investigations by the
Senate, by the Compftroller General, a_nd
others were based upon the reports which
we gave them. Our recommendations
were followed to correct bad practices.
In this connection we pointed out to the
Committee on the Judiciary in their in-
vestigation of the Department of Justice
that a big part of the problem in Govern-
ment was that various departments had
an arrangement with the Department of
Justice to do their own law enforcement.
This, I am glad to say, was corrected.

Mr. Chairman, you can vote for the
bill before you and be for economy too,
for it is real economy to save our own
country, its timber, its lands, harness its
streams, protect its ability to provide
food and clothing for us and generations
to come.

WHY HAVE AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS?

In this bill before us today we deal
with a great number of things, I know
you hear people say, “Why should the
Federal Government do this, that, or the
other?” There is only one reason we
should, because it is to our national and
individual interest to do it. We are all
depending upon the ability of this Nation
to feed and clothe us. Every one of us
believes in individual freedom. I do not
know of any group that is more indi-
vidual in its thinking than the American
farmer, but we learned earlier that there
are many things we can do together
better than we can do by each one going
his individual way, such as schools and
roads.

te appropriations, working funds, and other special funds.

Why do we have an army? Does any-
body like to be inducted and regimented?
It is for the national interest for us to
bind together, to meet the needs of
national defense,"

SOIL CONSERVATION IS FARMER'S PRIMARY

OBLIGATION

I know it is primarily the problem of
the American farmer to look after his
land. It is his property. It is to his
interest to do it; but for 150 years we
let the farmer alone look after the land.
We said, “You solely, out of your own
share of the national-income dollar,
shall be responsible for the maintenance
of the soil.” For 150 years we let him sell
on practically an unprotected market
at the market place. In that period we
built up protective tariffs. In that pe-
riod we built up minimum wage laws, but
the farmer continued dependent upon
what he could get on the open market
at the market place. It was understood
in that period of time that the average
farmer was not' expected to furnish his
house like other people, or even have the
normal or ordinary facilities enjoyed by
the rest of the population. It was un-
derstood he was to work much longer
hours, save his suit for Sunday wear,
not because he was not as good an Amer-
ican as the rest but because, under the
laws as they were written, his share of
the national-income dollar was too small
to meet other needs. ;

Mr. of Kansas. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. 1 yield.

Mr, MILLER of Kansas. I am won-
dering whether it is not a fact that the
American farmer had a protective tariff
on his farm and on his wheat during
“all that time, but he was producing such
a surplus that the tariff was not worth
anything to him, and he sold on the open
market the same as if he had no protec-
tion. Is that a correct statement?

Mr. WHITTEN., That is my under-
standing; that the only tariffs that you
had did not protect; and insofar as the
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farmers’ security is concerned it did not
exist. I think, as I have said, it is the
primary duty of the farmer to meet his
needs, but in that period of time it was
understood that the farm boy or girl
was expected to work his way through
college, and I do not know that that
hurt them, but that was not generally
true with regard to other segments of
your population. In saying that I am
not making any appeal to you that the
Government should look after the farmer
other than on an equal and fair basis,
but there has been competition in this
Congress over how the laws have been
written, and for that period of time there
was that difference, and one of the rea-
sons for that difference was that we had
unlimited, almost unlimited, acres of
fertile soil, and billions of feet of timber,
and they could afford to do it because as
you wore out one farm you moved on to
the next hillside. That situation no
longer exists. We do not have the land,
In that period the farmer, some farmers,
wasted 40 percent of all our fertile
s0il; he was in an emergency, or thought
he was, continuously, where he thought
he never could afford to put back into
the soil a fair share of what he took out
of the soil. Of course some farmers did,
but the ones who wore out this land
did not.
1975—WHAT THEN?

According to the testimony before our
committee by Doctor Shaw, borne out by

' others and from the best informational

sources I know of, by 1975 it is estimated
that the population of this country will
be in excess of 190 million people. By
that time we will need the production of
115 million more acres of land than we
now have unless by science and research
we are able to increase the yield per
acre. We all are interested in it. We
must band together here and provide
for the future and take protective steps
in the national interest. What is so
wrong with all of us, through the instru-
ment of the Government, contributing a
little bit to protect ourselves and future
generations in our ability to eat? What
is so wrong with it? Oh, you say it is
the farmer’s primary job. It is, but he
has not done it.
MR. BENSON'S RECOMMENDATIONS

The present administration made
certain recommendations which we did
not follow. I have come to think lots of
the present Secretary. He is a most es-
timable gentleman. I think he has been
finding out a good bit about life in a
short period, as much as most anybody ;
but I want to say this, in some respects,
he needed to. One of the first official
press releases of the Department after
he took over was this:

The United States Department of Agricul=-
ture, largest of all the Nation's civilian agen-
cies, swollen into a huge bureaucracy of 20
agencies and bureaus in the last 20 years,
is getting a major overhauling.

Again that is not true. This Depart-
ment, I repeat, is operating with 38 per-
cent less people than in 1940. All other
civilian activities average an increase of
126 percent.



5152

Secretary Benson did not issue that
statement. He testified to our commit-
tee that after he learned of the state-
ment that he was unhappy about it and
retracted it. But that statement does
represent the atmosphere that permeated
the Department during the time Mr.
Benson’s budget was being prepared.
The head of every agency and every de-
partment was called in; and while no-
body testified to it in so many words, it
is quite apparent that they understood,
this statement having been in the paper
and not having been corrected at the
time when they appeared before the Sec-
retary’s committee, that they had to cut
down even though what they cut out was
highly important. Now, there is one of
the reasons we have not followed the
Secretary in many of his recommenda-
tions.

Recently we had Secretary Benson be-
fore the committee about the reorgani-
zation plan a long time after his recom-
mendations on the budget were made.
Last week, I believe, he was before a
Senate committee. He told us he had
not had time to know what he wants to do
in the Department. From the press, he
told the Senate committee he had not
had time to make up his mind. Now,
if he has not had time now to know how
to reorganize or run his Department
what could he have known 2 or 3 weeks
after he took over the Department what
these appropriations should be?

There are many other things that
justify this committee in writing the
kind of bill that this committee jointly
has written for the last 4 years and
prior to that time through joint efforts
of our side with the help of our Repub-
lican colleagues.

COMMITTEES' OBLIGATION

Our primary obligation is to the peo-
ple and to the Nation and we have tried
to discharge that obligation. We feel we
have for we have had the Department
investigated every year for 4 years and
we have tried to correct everything we
have seen that was not correct. We
therefore believe we are in a little bit
better position to recommend funds for
this Department to this Congress than
any individual who might come in fol-
lowing a round of campaign oratory in
an atmosphere which produced such an
incorrect statement as that which was
released to the press, which, I think, was
the first official press release of the new
administration. At least it was issued
before the chairs had gotten warm.

What have we done to this bill about
major items? I know from my own cor-
respondence what most of your interest
will be.

RESEARCH

Four years ago we had three divisions
of research in the Department of Agri-
culture—the Secretary’'s fund, the regu-
lar research fund and research under the
Research and Marketing Act. It was
hard for us to distinguish one project
from another. We also learned that if
the Congress cut down the appropriation
for almost any agency they would go
over to the Research and Marketing Di-
vision, get an allocation of funds and to
a large extent keep the same folks work-
ing at the same stand. We tried to cor-
rect that by putting all of this research
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fund in the same pot, so to speak, and
having an advisory committee in indus-
try throughout the country meet with
the research people twice a year to go
over with them the projects that they
thought needed attention and the work
that was to be done,

In the period of the last 4 years we
think we have gotten to the point where
it is working and we can move ahead.
Practically every item of research in the
Department now is subjected to the
scrutiny and the competition of folks
in the trade who want somebody to give
attention to this, that, or the other prob-
lem. Having reached that point and
having reached the period when we are
putting millions of dollars into various
commodities, at a time when we are
losing the cotton markets and other mar-
kets for agricultural products through
competition and other reasons, it is
highly important from a monetary
standpoint that we increase our efforts
to meet those problems. We have made
substantial increases in the research fund
in this bill,

CONSERVATION PROGRAM

The next item that so many people
have talked to me about is the soil and
conservation program. I think the gen-
tlemen on my left have pretty much
covered the action of the committee
with regard to the Soil Conservation
Service. There is one item on which I
certainly differ with the Benson ap-
proach. That is the one providing that
all of the nurseries be closed that-were
under the operation of the Soil Conser-
vation Service.

Some years ago we spent millions of
dollars selling the American people on
the need for reforestation. But, then, we
discovered we had no trees for them to
set out. Our committee corrected that.
When we created the Soil Conservation
Service we had no grass seed, we had no
young trees, we had no material things
for them to use. That is the way your
nurseries came into being. It is said
that in many instances the States can
take them over. I do not know. But
this committee would not go along with
the Secretary’s recommendation to
abolish them and we have recommended
about half the amount they have this
year “to carry such nurseries until some
satisfactory solution can be worked out.”

We refused to follow Mr, Benson's
recommendations to end abruptly quar-
antine and other work on sweetpotato
weevil, phony peach disease, and Japa-
nese beetle. Here we provided about
half the amount they had this year on
the same basis as with the Soil Conser-
vation Service nurseries,

WATERSHED PROTECTION AND FLOOD PREVENTION

In that connection, in this bill we
have taken another action which I think
is one of the most forward steps that a
Congress could take. For this action
I must claim a fair share of the credit
for myself and my party. I refer to this
watershed flood prevention program. I
went out to the Democratic Convention
in Chicago last year and urged the Dem-
ocratic Party to include as a part of its
farm plank an assurance of special and
additional attention to watershed flood
prevention. I succeeded and that was
incorporated in the Democratic farm
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plank. Not because it was there, but
because they, too, recognized the need,
I am glad to say that our friends on the
subcommittee on the Republican side
with our support have added in this bill
what I believe is a start in the right
direction. We have provided $5 million
for about 50 small watershed pilot plants,
1 in most of the watersheds of this
Nation. These will be constructed on
a cooperative basis with local interests
to see if we cannot help meet this flood
problem to a large extent by stopping
the water before it reaches the size of
floods.

SOIL EROSION AND FLOOD DAMAGE

As I told this Congress many times,
one of the hardest tasks I ever had
to perform was to sit on a committee
and deal with the Kansas-Nebraska
flood and see the untold damage that
was done; with $2 billion worth of prop-
erty damage and from $60 to $80 mil-
lion of expense to the Federal Govern-
ment. Is it not cheaper in advance to
try to do something about it? Accord=-
ing to the measurements made at the
city of Memphis, Tenn., every day in the
year on the average there flows down
the Mississippi River the topsoil of fifty
40-acre farms. At least that soil used
to spread over the Mississippi and the
Louisiana deltas where it did some good,
but now those fifty 40-acre farms flow on
out to sea each day, Isit common sense
to let that condition continue so that
we will eventually get into the position
of India, Greece, Palestine, or China,
or many other countries which we are
aiding today? You may say it cannot
happen here. I repeat we have already
wasted 40 percent of our natural land
resources, Shall we sit idly by saying,
“Let us practice rugged individualism.”
If the farmers, or 40 percent of them,
cannot or will not take care of the land,
why should we worry? Shall we con=
tinue to allow our country to continue
to go down the road to a need for a
Marshall plan? Those wornout coun-
tries are the beneficiaries today of your
dollars and mine. If we wear out our
country, who would help us? Who
could help us? If any there are it
would be the country which has taken
care of its natural resources. You may
argue with me as to how best to meet
this problem, but I do not think there
can be any argument about the need to
meet it. We are trying to do it in this
bill under the agencies as they are now
constituted. Somebody says we should
abolish all the Federal programs. I say
we had better not. You might improve
on its operations, but with the Exten-
sion Service and the Soil Conservation
Service, the PMA, and the individual
efforts of everybody concerned in this
field, you have not been doing too good
a job. They say we owe more than $265
billion; we are in an emergency; let us

‘cut down on the attention to our farm

plant. Do you know why most of this
land was worn out? Because the farm-
er himself always thought he was in an
emergency. He never could see how he
could afford to put back a fair share of
what he took out. In our committee
hearings, I thought it ironical that a
Mississippi lawyer like me had to argue
with the heads of farm organizations
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who said, “We are in an emergency;
therefore, we feel that we should give
less attention to preserving our coun-
try.” It is bad enough to overdraw at
the Treasury, it is bad to have an un-
balanced budget and certainly I do not
wish that condition to continue, and we
have to correct it, but is it not much
worse to overdraw on your natural re-
sources, your real wealth, of your own
country? You could wipe out every dol-
lar, as bad as that would be, but you
could set up another financial system.
However, destroy your soil and there is
nothing on which to build.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN, I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The gen=-
tleman has brought out with great clar-
ity this new proposed program for pilot
plant demonstrations on various water-
sheds throughout the country. Now the
gentleman knows, as I do, that had it
not been for the fact that we have seen
fit to override the revised budget to the
extent of this $5 million, the direct ap-
propriation in this bill would have been
$1,057,914,000 below that requested by
Mr. Benson, the present Secretary of
Agriculture,

Mr. WHITTEN. I have not checked
the figures, and I know the gentleman is
usually correct, and I trust he figured
this correctly. I have not had the op-
portunity to check that.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I appre-
ciate that.

Mr. WHITTEN. One point where the
committee has substantially differed
with Secretary Benson is in the flood
prevention work, to some extent on re-
search and on the loan authorization for
the Farmers Home Administration and
the Rural Electrification Administration,
as well as abolishing quarantine work,
ending Soil Conservation Service nurs-
eries and letting out the home agents of
the Farmers’ Home Administration.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. That is
correct.

LOAN AUTHORIZATIONS—FHA, REA

Mr. WHITTEN. Loan authorizations
are not necessarily appropriations and
certainly do not represent anniial oper-
ating costs. I may say the Department
is going to run the FHA and REA. Those
programs are going to be under the Sec-
retary and his Department. Why should
he ask us to put a ceiling down below
what the need might be? Below what
we believe it will be? The REA Act itself
says you cannot borrow money to build
lines except where the people do not get
central station current. It says you can-
not make such a loan unless the appli-
cant proves it is a sound loan and can
and will be repaid. Why should he ob-
ject to a raised ceiling?

If the need should be proven, even to
him, should he not want a ceiling high
enough to meet the need? But the Sec-
retary, 40 days in office, says the need is
not there, If it is not, doubtless he will
not make the loans. What harm is the
higher authorization to him? He has
charge of passing on the applications.
As to the Farmers Home Administra-
tion, I think there is going to be a real
need for the authorization in this bill,
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because the testimony showed that with-

in a few months after last year's appro-
priations were made all the funds were
committed. I think there is a real need,
but there, too, the law says that with
regard to tenant purchases the appli-
cant has to meet the requirements of the
law, the loan must be sound and it has
to provide for repayment.
PRODUCTION AND SUBSISTENCE LOANS

With regard to the subsistence loans,
the applicant has to show he cannot get
credit any other place. Whether it is
right or wrong, we do have relief in this
country. We have so many ways that
one way or another these people are
going to be taken -care of. I think it
is a much sounder, a much more sen-
sible, and a much cheaper way to lend
a man money which he will repay and
let him reestablish himself. The record
is wonderful. You would hardly believe
you could operate a program such as
this on as sound a basis as you do, when
you limit yourself in the first instance
to applicants who cannot get the money
anywhere else,

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield.

Mr, KING of Pennsylvania. The gen-
tleman does not admit that the Farmers
Home Administration is essentially a re-
lief program?

Mr. WHITTEN. No. I say in the
absence of these programs people would
be on relief one way or another. I
say it is a case of our joining together
in this system of private enterprise to
make self-supporting a group which was
not before. We have to recognize that
if we do not do something along this
line and give them an opportunity to
repay these loans with interest and es-
tablish themselves, we are missing the
boat, and are probably leading ourselves
into some of the difficulties foreign coun-
tries have.

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. How can
the gentleman brand it as a sound pro-
gram when in the lending of $160,000,-
000 a year it costs $27,000,000 just to
administer the program?

Mr. WHITTEN. If you were putting
it on the basis of what it should cost
to operate a program the situation would
be different. Take the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation. The relative ad-
ministrative cost is very, very small. In
the Farm Credit Administration the cost
of handling a given volume is very, very
small, In the Farmers Home Adminis-
tration it is not a case of just handling
the loan, it is a case of supervising the
man and helping him to rehabilitate or
reestablish himself. It is the kind of
program where you do not just count
the number of loans and balance the
books. A major part of the program
is supervision, and that is as it should
be. In that connection, I should like
to say we have directed that they keep
the women home supervisors in those
areas where they are needed because,
in my judgment, they do as fine a job
and are as much responsible for the
success of this program as any other
group. The committee felt that way,
and has directed that this agency keep
those fine people in that job. ,

Mr,
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Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr., Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to my col-
league from Mississippi.

Mr. ABERNETHY. In regard to the
remarks that have been made here this
afternoon about the Farmers Home Ad-
ministration, that is, as to whether or not
it is a sensible or a sound or a proper
program, I think the appropriate place
for that to be taken up would be on some
measure other than an appropriation
bill, because the Appropriations Com-
mittee is simply carrying out an order
which has previously been given it by
_t,he Congress. In truth and in fact, it is
incumbent upon the Appropriations
Committee to bring in an adequate
amount of money to implement and put
that program into effect. Certainly the
Appropriations Committee should not be
criticized for doing what the Congress
has heretofore directed it to do.

Mr. WHITTEN. I thank my col-
league. He certainly is correct. While
appropriations are not compulsory, the
committee should do as my colleague
suggests. There is a whole lot of legis-
lation to which some are opposed. If
certain individuals do not like it, the
place to correct it is in the legislative
committee. It so happens that I believe
in this program, as I know my colleague
from Mississippi does, but the place to
raise the question is in the legislative
committee which would have to do with
changing the law if it were desired ta
do so.

Mr. EVINS. Mr., Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee.

Mr. EVINS. The gentleman is one of
the true champions of American agri-
culture. He has always done a splendid
job on this floor with respect to appro-
priations for the farmer,

I am not entirely satisfied with the ex-
planation that has been given with re-
spect to the $5 million cut for the Soil
Conservation Service,

I understand from the gentleman’s
remarks that he certainly is in favor of
the watershed conservation program,
but does he think that such effort will
suffice or be sufficient to justify the sub-
stantial cut of $5 million or more for
s0il conservation work?

Mr. WHITTEN. I will tell the gentle-
man frankly that there are a good many
items here which do not reflect my indi-
vidual opinion, but I think the figures
here are so much better than they might
have been in the overall, I feel I should
sustain the committee. When I say that,
I am sure every individual member of
this committee could make the same
statement for himself, except that we
would differ as to where the items were.
But the reduction here in the Soil Con-
servation Service is not from the present
year. The reductions, which you men-
tioned, had to do with the Truman
budget. My colleagues were correct in
their statements when they say they did
not organize anything like the number
of new districts for which we made pro=-
vision last year. The answer of those in
the soil conservation district associa-

, tions is that since the people knew the
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money was not available, and new dis-
tricts could be serviced only by making
the service of other districts a little more
thin where it is already too thin—that is

the reason your districts were not organ-

jzed. Nevertheless they were not, and
the only reduction as against the present
year was about a 50 percent reductio_n in
this nursery tree item. The committee
did not go along with a proposed in-
crease, which was in the Truman budget,
neither did it reduce it from the present
year except for a reduction of 50 percent
in the nursery item.

Mr. EVINS. Knowing the gentleman'’s
views, and he being the champion of ag-
riculture, as I know he is, I feel that the
gentleman believes as I do that it cer-
tainly is false economy to continue to
cut down on soil-conservation work
when it is so very vital.

AGRICULTURAL CONSERVATION PROGRAM

Mr. WHITTEN. That is my feeling.
In this bill we announce a $195 million
ceiling for the ACP, for the coming year,
a reduction of $55,000,000. I would like
to answer here misleading statements
which always bob up in this debate.
Heretofore practices under the soil-
conservation program were built up from
the community level to the top. The
community farmers met and selected the
community committee. They selected or
elected the county committee. The com-
munity recommended to the county
and the county to the State and the
State to the National Government as
to what practices were thought to be
best and most needed in a particular
area. The Department down here went
over all that and selected those prac-
tices and put them in a catalog. Sixty-
eight percent of those practices in that
catalog are permanent-type practices.
Then that catalog was sent back and
selections were made by the State,
county, and community. Then, I want
to point out first that the Federal
Government contributed approximately
50 percent of the monetary cost and the
farmer put up on the average an equal
amount of money and an equal amount
of labor to start that. This is some-
thing that all Members might think
about. Any community that used up this
money on sorry or trifling practices, se-
lected such practices themselves and ig-
nored 68 percent of this catalog in so
doing. Any individual who got a check
for his contribution on the part of the
Federal Government either asked for it
himself or had somebody do it for him,
Anybody who got such a contribution
not only asked for it, but claimed that
he had done something for it. And if he
had just let it alone, perhaps it would
have been made available to somebody
who could have made better use of it.

Mr. MARSHALL., Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield.

Mr. MARSHALL. In addition fo what
the gentleman has said, in my State
and I presume it has been done in other
States in the United States, these prac-
tices that are carried out for soil-con=-
servation purposes are checked with the
experiement stations to meet the re-
quirements in the individual States.

Mr. WHITTEN. And all States could
well follow your example,
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_Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WHITTEN. I yield.

Mr. ABERNETHY. To put it another
way, the fact is that that farmer who
received that check for certain practices
either had to show by some direct proof
that he had actually performed the prac-
tices or else he received the money
through some fraudulent representation
that he had performed it.

Mr. WHITTEN. He did. Many times,
perhaps some agent or some manager or
someone else may have done it in his
name. I know cases where perhaps that
happened, and I do agree that some
folks have selected such trifling prac-
tices. But I want the finger to be put
where it should be put, and that is right
in the county or in the community which
was a party to it, or else the individual
would not have collected. i

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield.

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. Is it not
possible that putting this in the manage-
ment of local committees just makes it
easy for them to devise practices to take
Government money?

Mr. WHITTEN. It depends on the
type of people. Some people fall for
that kind of thing quicker than others,
I have seen some otherwise good people
fall for it. But it is a waste of Govern-
ment money. It is not right, and they
should be ashamed of themselves for
doing it.

Mr. EKING of Pennsylvania, Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield.

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. How far
are you apart with Secretary Benson on
this ACP payment?

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Benson recoms-
mended $140 million. Here is the way
this is handled: We announce the limit
that the Federal Government will con-
tribute for the following year. This is a
ceiling. None of it will be paid uniess
somebody earns it. The present admin-
istration says it is going to tighten down
on the practices. They are going to send
out a list of what they can do and what
they cannot do to get contributions, but
if no farmer performs, we do not pay
any of it. It is a ceiling. Now, if there
be a need, why should he want us to have
a low ceiling? You know farming is
hard. We should make a special effort
to get them to do more, now with sc many
men in the service and it being so difficult
to get help. We announced a $250 mil-
lion program last year, and the farmers
earned only $211 million. This is noth-
ing but a ceiling that we are establishing,
If Mr. Benson is going to do, as he testi-
fied he was going to, limit this practice
to permanent-type practices, he is run-
ning the Department, and if they are
going to do that and if the farmer cannot
get any Federal contribution except for
permanent-type practices, if the farmer
is going to swear that he did do it, and
do something extra for it, and if we have
wasted all this land needed to do some-
thing, why have such a low limit? Why
hold it down there, unless, as some folks
think, they are trying to kill the program
gradually? I am not talking about the
Secretary, but I know some of his ad-
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visers who have been against this pro-
gram for years.

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. You also
mentioned or insinuated your approval
of the permanent-type practices as
against the purely temporary practice.

Mr., WHITTEN. I certainly do.

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. If it is
logical for us to confine this to perma-
nent-type practices, not simply con-
tribute dollars to the farmer’s annual
expenses, then the cut that he suggests
is quite logical, because, according to the
fisures that I have, something like $50
million was spent purely for chemicals
on annual-type practices, not perma-
nent-type practices.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has again
expired.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself 10 additional minutes.

Last year we urged the committee in
the county to try to get lands in this
program that needed it most. It was
unfortunate that it happened to come
in a political year, because many folks
gave political implications to it. Cer-
tainly there was no such intent on my
part or on the part of the committee,
but by having called on the landowner
who had land that needed this kind of
work most, the increase in those who said
they would go into the program was
about 80 percent. In many sections of
the country, after they had announced
the maximum that the Federal Govern=
ment would contribute, they had to come
back and say, “We cannot go but half
that far, because so many folks have
signed up that we cannot go that far.”
In every announcement they made they
said, “Within the funds available.” So
when they got to the point where the
funds were not sufficient, they had a
right to go back and scale it down.

I have urged time and again in the
committee that we give more attention
to permanent-type practices, by every
means short of telling them from Wash-
ington what they had to do.

I had some fun in these hearings by
pointing out to the Assistant Secretary
the position he had gotten himself info.
They ran on the basis that they were
going to stop dictation from Washington.
The first thing he had to do here was to
tell the communities what practices they
had to follow. There is, of course, in-
consistency, but I am glad I am not in
that one.

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. 1 yield to the gentle=
man from Minnesota.

Mr. MARSHALL. When the Com-
mittee on Agriculture looked into this
problem, they authorized that annual
expenditures be made up to $500 million.
The Appropriations Committee of the
House has never anywhere near ap-
proached that. I would like at this time
to call attention to the innumerable
witnesses who appeared before our com-~
mittee-—and their testimony is scattered
all through the hearings. It will show
the need for carrying on soil-conserva-
tion work, and I think it would be well for
Members of the House in the spare time
that few of us have to review in the hear-
ings what these programs have brought
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out actually. Actually we have a pretty
dismal picture in connection with the
wasting of the national resources of this
country. I think it is well for all of us to
read and think about the inscription that
appears on the wall of this Chamber
above the Speaker's dais:

Let us develop the resources of our land,
call forth its powers, build up its institutions,
promote all its great Interests, and see
whether we also in our day and generation
may not perform something worthy to be
remembered.

Mr. WHITTEN. I thank the gentle-
man for this statement. That challenge
could well be repeated every day in the
year.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? .

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Texas.

Mr. POAGE. I want to thank the
gentleman from Mississippi for one of
the finest explanations it has been my
privilege to listen to on any bill; I think
he has done a great piece of work giving
us the reasoning behind this bill and
the reasoning behind the compromises
the committee has necessarily worked
out, and I realize that we have to have
compromises to get legislation. But be-
fore the gentleman yields the floor, I
wonder if he would discuss with us a
little the loan authorizations for the ru-
ral electrification programs? Of course,
I read the bill and find that you provide
$135 million for electrical services and
$50 million for telephone services, and
then I note that you provide $30 million,
but I am frank to say that I do not fully
understand it, and I wonder if the
gentleman would explain to us just how
that $30 million can be spent, under
what circumstances, whether it can be
spent without restriction as to the pres-
ent limitation that is in the basic law or
whether it is simply an extension of the
appropriation, and whether it is some-
thing that can be spent, or whether it is
something that is going to be frozen and
that we are not going to have more rural
electrification?

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION

Mr. WHITTEN. Insofar as the com-
mittee's intentions—and I started that
practice 4 years ago the first year I was
chairman of this subcommittee—the law
says that these loans can be made only
under certain conditions: One is, as I
stated earlier and as the gentleman him-
self knows, having worked with the pro-
gram in his own committee and else-
where—they must show that they do
not get central station current, that it
is economically feasible, and that the
loan will be repaid.

We feel that if those conditions are
met, since the loans will be paid back
with interest and on which we have not
as much as two-tenths of one percent of
loans 30 days in arrears, we feel that if
those conditions arise the loans should
be made because they would be sound
loans and a good investment in the
United States of America.

We wanted to be sure that if applica-
tions reached that level they would be
met., If that $130 million is used up, it
is the intention of this committee that
if in any State their pro rata share of
the $130 million is used up, that so much
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of the $30 million as may be necessary to
meet the bona fide sound applications
shall be made available.

In addition to that $30 million there
is a carry-over of $35 million which is
not tied down by the same formula as
is this. There again I cannot see why
the Department should raise a whole
lot of sand about what the ceiling is.
They are going to pass on whether there
will be any loans at all or not, and they
are doing some things that make you
think they are going to be rather hard on
some of these matters—I do not know—I
hope not; but I want them to know
that the ceiling is high enough where
they cannot lay it in the lap of Con-
gress if they do not meet the needs of the
American people for this sound pro-
gram.

Mr. POAGE. That means there is
$190 million that will be available for
Joans for the rural electrification pro-
gram next year.

Mr. WHITTEN. That is right.

Mr. POAGE. If there are applica-
tions that meet all of the qualifications.

RURAL TELEPHONE

Mr., WHITTEN. That is right. Let
me say this about the telephone pro-
gram before I forget it: The committee
agreed on $65 million for the telephone
program for the remainder of this year
and all next year; but $15 million is now
pending in a supplemental appropria-
tion bill in conference between the House
and the Senate. It was agreed by the
subcommittee that unless that is forth-
coming the committee will offer an
amendment increasing this to $65 million
where it is now $50 million.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN, Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I agree
fully with the gentleman that we intend
to make the full $65 million available if
possible. If the supplemental fails to
carry we will then urge the other body
to put in the $65 million; then we will
uphold that in conference. It is our in-
tention to see to it that $65 million
total is made available for that par-
ticular program.

Mr. POAGE. If we may get it per-
fectly clear, let me ask this: If this bill
passes, we can expect $190 million of
money to be available for use for elec-
trical purposes, $65 million of which to
be handled, as the chairman of the sub-
committee has explained, for rural tele-
phone services. There is no supple-
mental fund and no carryover, as I
understand :it, for rural telephones. I
understand about the carryover for
rural electrification, but there is none
for rural telephones, as I understand it?
Is that right?

Mr. WHITTEN, That is right.

Mr., POAGE. So that the $65 million
will be the absolute limit for rural tele-
phones. Right now there are applica-
tions for $99 million pending for rural
telephones and about $216 million for
electrical extensions?

Mr. WHITTEN. That is my under-
standing. Let me explain for those who
hear these figures bandied around and
get the authorization mixed up with the
appropriation. This is the authoriza-
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tion. This is how far they could go if
all the requirements of law were met by
the applicants and they approved the
applications, but not a dollar is spent
nor appropriated nor taken out of the
Treasury and no interest paid until after
the loan is approved, and not then until
the money is spent on the construction
of the line. Let us not get that mixed
up as being a part of the annual cost of
the Department of Agriculture as some
folks seem to wish to do.

Mr., NICHOLSON. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle=
man from Massachusetts.

Mr. NICHOLSON. This program has
already cost the Government quite a lot
of money, a great deal of money has
been appropriated throughout the years.
Can the gentleman from Mississippi tell
me how much we have put into this
proposition?

Mr. WHITTEN. The total amount of
money that has been put into the rural-
electrification programs through the
years and the total amount of loans that
have been made I do not have at hand.

Mr. NICHOLSON. I am interested in
that because I come from a kind of a
rural part of the country—New England.
It is mostly rural. Ninety-eight percent
of the farmers in Rhode Island, Con-
necticut, and Massachusetts have elec-
tricity, and we have never asked the Gov-
ernment for a nickel in any one of those
three States. The families get along
pretty good up there. Apparently this
money has been spent in other States
than those of New England.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has expired.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself 5 additional minutes.

Mr. Chairman, it is spent in other
States than New England, and part of
the interest that the folks pay back, I
hope, is helping New England and the
rest of us to support the Government,
because they do repay it with interest.
But in New England you have some prob-
lems we do not have. You also have
some things that make it so easy for you
to meet many of your needs that we do
not find exists in other sections. For in-
stance, the matter of distance. With all
due deference to New England, you like
to pride yourselves on keeping the feel
of the ground, and agriculture is ex-
pressed endearingly, but the size of New
England is such that you do not have the
same type of problem in extending elec-
trical lines that we have in the State of
Texas, which I recall is about the size of
New Englanc. We have tried to meet
this in those areas where the law says
they must show that otherwise they can-
not get central station current.

They have to show ability to repay it
and they must repay it with interest.
The records over there show that less
than two-tenths of 1 percent have been
as much as 30 days behind in their re-
payment. Now, only about 15 percent
of the American people are feeding all
the rest of us, with all the boys in the
service, The REA has saved the day,
and it is a sound, money-making pro-
gram, and I think the gentleman, know-
ing his record here, is 100 percent for it.
I do not want to expand unless there is
a real need.
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Mr., NICHOLSON. Of course, I am
also interested in all this money we get
back on projects that are self-support-
ing, and everything, but it seems to me
that every year when appropriation bills
come up there is at least as much appro-
priated this year as there was the year
before. I cannot understand how we
are saving money by spending, as the
gentleman from Texas pointed out, or
being in a position to spend, $190 million
this year.

Mr. WHITTEN. Many of your private
power companies never thought that the
farmers would buy electricity for use
on even a small scale in some sections,
but it is interesting to note that the
number of farmers on REA lines is al-
most twice as many as was contemplated,
and the consumption of electricity by
the farmers now that they have electri-
cal appliances and labor-saving devices
and live like the rest of the folks do, their
demand for electricity is about twice
what anybody thought it would be. As
a result, many of these lines are in need
of rephasing, that is, they must be in-
f;efised in size to take care of the larger

ad.

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin.

Mr. LAIRD. The gentleman from
Mississippi was asked about the total
amount of funds made available to the
Rural Electrification Administration. I
think the total is $234 billion. As to the
program that we have authorized here, I
just want to make it clear for the record
that it is $135 million in electrification
loans plus a contingent fund of $30 mil-
lion in electrification loans plus $25 mil-
lion free fund, which is a carryover which
was not estimated in the Truman budget
which was sent up to the committee
originally. That $25 million can be used.
It does not have to be used in accordance
with the regular formula which provides
that no more than 10 percent of the total
loan authorization can go to any one
State. In addition to that, there is the
$65 million program of the Rural Tele-
phone Administration, which is in addi-
tion to the total $190 million possible pro-
gram in electrification.

Mr, WHITTEN. I thank the gentle-
man. I want to repeat again that this
is a ceiling; this is an authorization, and
I am sure that my friends on the left
would not think for a minute that the
administration would abuse its discre-
tion in too free handily approving these
applications. This is the maximum.
Of course, whether they approve any or
not is up to them.

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Tennessee.

Mr. EVINS. I think it might well be
pointed out that not only has REA been
a profit-making program but that many
of the payments of loans have been made
far in advance of the scheduled time for
repayment.

Mr. WHITTEN. Certainly. They talk
about this, that, and the other, but
throughout history we have learned
many things we can do better by joining
them together, and this is one of them.
Up until we joined through the instru-
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ment of the Government, we know that
the American farmer was in a bad way.

In this bill we direct the Department
to measure acreage planted to cotton
and wheat in an effort to keep'at a min-
imum the problem of controls. We pro-
vide additional funds for studying the
method of crop estimating. We main-
tain this years’ figure on the school lunch
program, provide for the Forestry De-
partment, for extension to the limit of
the authorization. We have ftried to
meet the many problems facing us.

Mr. Chairman, I think I have con-
sumed as much time as I should. I hope
to meet other questions that arise as we
go into the reading of the bill.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman
from California [Mr. HUNTER].

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I wel-
come this opportunity to speak briefly
on the subject of the Department of
Agriculture appropriation bill for the fis-
cal year 1954.

This session marks my first year of
service on the Subcommitiee on Agri-
culture Appropriations. It has been a
most interesting and informative expe-
rience. It has also been a pleasure to
work with the other members of the sub-
committee. Ihave great respect for their
ability, industry, and devotion to the in-
terests and well-being of American agri-
culture. I have learned much from my
distinguished chairman, the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN].
Although we have differed in our ideas
with respect to some of the items in the
bill under consideration, we nevertheless
find ourselves in general agreement with
respect to the bill as a whole. Concern-
ing the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
H. CarL ANDERSEN], I can say most ad-
visedly that the Seventh District of Min-
nesota has in him a shrewd and forceful
Representative, and the American farmer
a considerate and loyal friend. While
stanchly defending and looking out for
the welfare of his own constituents, his
general outlook and attitude have been
in no sense provincial. He is acutely
aware of the problems and importance of
American agriculture in its entirety.

The Department of Agriculture is a
tremendous and fascinating agency.
The hearings of the subcommittee were
a revelation to me. I had never realized
how vast were the Department’s respon-
sibilities or how complex its prob-
lems. It is fortunate, indeed, that we
have in charge of its activities a man of
the capabilities of Ezra Taft Benson.
Mr. Benson brings to the Department a
rare combination of intelligence, integ-
rity, training and experience which will
serve it well. He has surrounded him-
self with able assistants—Mr. True
Morse, Mr. John Davis, Mr. Earl Coke,
Mr. Romeo Short, Mr. Howard Gordon,
Mr. Daiken Broadhead, just to name a
few. All of these men are serving in
Washington at a financial sacrifice.
They have given up secure positions in
a spirit of dedication to Federal public
service. They all know American agri-
culture. They all have in common a
ga-fére to serve their country in that

eld.
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The bill in its broad outlines has been
well covered by the chairman of our
subcommittee, the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. H. CarL AnDERsSEN]. Like
him, and like the other members of the
committee, I think it is a good bill. It
will serve our country well—not just
those who are engaged in agricultural
pursuits, but all of America.

As pointed out, the amount recom-
mended for regular activities is less than
the funds available for the current fiscal
year. Actually, a substantial increase
over this year’s appropriations would be
justified. However, in the interest of the
overriding necessity of seeking by every
means possible to bring the overall Fed-
eral budget into balance, a cut in ex-
penditures is mandatory.

As far as my own opinion is concerned,
there are within the total amount rec-
ommended some items which should be
increased and others decreased. How-
ever, any appropriation bill will contain
compromises. Complete accord on every
item even among members of the
seven-man subcommittee is a practical
impossibility, let alone such accord
among all Members of Congress.

Nevertheless, I am constrained to
point out a few instances where my
thinking differs from that as reflected
in the bill as reported out.

AGRICULTURAL CONSERVATION PROGRAM

An advance authorization for the 1954
crop year of $195 million is recom-
mended for the agricultural-conserva-
tion program, which has as its purposes
restoring and improving soil fertility, re-
ducing erosion caused by wind and wa-
ter, and conserving water on land. This
compares with an authorization of $250
million for the 1953 crop year and $140
million recommended by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture in its revised budget.
I personally favor the Department’s re-
quest of $140 million. That amount is
also recommended by the National
Grange and the American Farm Bureau
Federation. The reduction would be af-
fected by confining program assistance
to the more lasting or permanent type
conservation practices; for example:

First. Enduring—permanent type—
mechanical and vegetative practices
whose benefits will continue through a
period of several years when they are
(a) properly applied where needed to
attain the conservation objective and
(b) adequately maintained.

Second. Practices needed for conser-
vation purposes but which would not
likely be initiated in an area by farmers
without financial assistance.

Third. Practices which, although es-
sential to the public welfare, will not re-
turn sufficient short-term economiec
benefits to the farmer to provide the
necessary encouragement for him to in-
stall them.

There is a reasonable association be-
tween the more lasting conservation
practices and those for which farmers
generally need assistance most. The
more permanent type practices often re-
quire rather heavy outlays, and the
benefits from them are realized over
many years rather than in a short time.
The more often repeated practices by
their very nature are likely to be ones
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which pay off through increased pro-
duction within a fairly short time.
Although the committee has recom-
mended an advance authorization for
the 1954 crop ‘year in excess of the De-
partment’s request, it is important to
note that the committee report accom-
panying the bill contains the statement
that increased attention should be given
to those practices which have more than
annual benefits to the soil. In that
statement, I wholeheartedly concur.
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH

Seventy-five million eight hundred
sixty-nine thousand one hundred forty-
five dollars has been recommended for
the constituent agencies of the Agricul-
tural Research Administration. This is
$262,423 more than the 1953 appropria-
tions but $1,288,663 less than that recom-
mended by the Department in its revised
estimates. Many persons and organiza-
tions, including the American Farm
Bureau Federation and the National
Grange, have recommended an increase
over the current year's appropriations
of $17 million. There is no question but
what such an additional amount could
be well and profitably spent. Research
is definitely the kind of activity which
the Government can do far better than
the farmer can do for himself. And,
the benefits which result are shared by
all—not just the farmer. Eradication
of animal diseases, mechanization of
farm production, increased utilization
of milk nonfat solids, improvement of
quality of produets and savings in han-
dling and transportation of foods mean
a better life for all of us.

Of the small additional amount rec-
ommended, it is important to note that,
first, $69,445 is earmarked for use by
the Bureau of Dairy Industry to increase
research designed to help the dairy in-
dustry meet surplus butter problems;
second, $115,000 for research on cotton;
and third, $10,000 for studies on food
preservation. Evidence presented to the
committee demonstrates clearly that
lack of research on cotton has con-
tributed to the loss of large markets
to synthetic fibers. In view of existing
cotton surpluses and impending acreage
controls, all possible action should be
taken to enable this commodity to main-
tain its competitive position in the mar-
kets. The increase of $10,000 for re-
search on food preservation will enable
the Bureau to speed up its work on
dehydrating fruits and vegetables. The
ultimate savings to the consumer in
handling, transportation and refrigera-
tion of foods makes this a very promis-
ing line of research. Remarkable prog-
ress has been made in the development
of an orange-juice powder, which, with
water added and chilled, makes an ex-
ceedingly appetizing drini.

It is unfortunate that these increases
are so meager. As I previously stated,
an additional $17 million could well be
utilized. Let us hope then that the Agri-
cultural Research Administration makes
the most of what it has. In this regard,
it would be well to observe the recom-
mendation of the committee in its re-
port that the research programs of the
Department be reexamined to make cer-
tain that they are directed primarily to
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problems of farmers on the land. Fur-
thermore, it is felt by many informed
observers that considerable duplication
throughout the constituent agencies
could be eliminated and the savings
thereby realized used in solving some of
the pressing problems which are suffer-
ing from lack of funds.
FOREST SERVICE—RECREATIONAL AREAS

Another matter which I would like to
call to the attention of the House is that
of sanitation and care of recreational
areas in the national forests.

The committee has recommended an
increase of $250,000 to improve serious
sanitary conditions in the recreational
areas and campgrounds of the national
forests. The current fiscal year appro-
priation is $690,000. A total of $940,000,
therefore, is recommended for 1954. An
additional amount of $570,000 out of
funds for protection and management of
the national forests is available this year
for improvement maintenance. No in-
crease in this item has been recom-
mended for 1954. These proposed ap-
propriations are entirely inadequate.

During the calendar year 1951, public
use of the national forests, exclusive of
highway travel, amounted to 30 million
visits, totaling 44 million man-days’ use.
This is an increase of 9 percent over the
27 million visits reported for 1950.

Overcrowding at many large public-
use areas and the fact that practically
no new areas have been developed since
World War II, plus the deteriorated con-
dition of many areas, are making the
care, policing, and maintenance of the
existing facilities more difficult and cost-
ly. Sanitation is a serious problem
throughout the national forests and is
aggravated by overcrowding. Inspec-
tions made by the United States Public
Health Service and State and local sani-
tary officers show that many national-
forest, public-use areas, especially the
larger areas, are not satisfactory and
should have better toilets, water systems,
and garbage disposal.

Continuing efforts are being made to
obtain greater participation by local
communities in the management of local
public-use areas, and in increasing the
number of concessioner-operated instal-
lations, in order to reduce the burden of
maintenance on the Federal Govern-
ment. Although these efforts continue,
progress is limited in relation to the total
job involved. It appears quite certain
that this approach will not answer the
real problem of urgently needed im-
proved sanitation and care of public
campgrounds,

Existing facilities are completely in-
adequate. They are geared to take care
of about half of the 33 million annual
visits now being made. I asked the For-
est Service what it would take to do the
job right., This is the answer I received,
and it sounds reasonable to me.

One million and seventy-one thousand
dollars is needed annually for sanitation,
cleanup, garbage disposal, fire preven-
tion and supervision at existing recrea-
tion areas. One million one hundred
and ninety-seven thousand dollars is
needed annually for maintenance of im-
provements and facilities at existing rec-
reation areas. These figures total $2,-
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268,000, which are to be compared with
the 1954 proposed figures of $940,000 and
$570,000, totaling $1,510,000.

Additional capital investments needed
for recreation area improvements and
facilities are not even considered in the
1954 budget. Seven million one hundred
and sixty-nine thousand dollars are
needed to provide satisfactory facilities
for sanitation, fire prevention, and pub-
lic safety and to put all essential existing
public-use areas and facilities in safe and
sanitary condition. Seventeen million
one hundred and thirty-five thousand
dollars are needed to expand the capac-
ity of existing areas and to construct new
areas necessary to accommodate present
use in a safe and satisfactory manner.
This program is proposed for 5 years;
however, it could be extended to 8 or 10
years, thus decreasing the funds needed
for capital investment each year.

It is estimated that when the program
is completed, the total annual cost of the
whole recreation job will be $3,200,000.
The exact amount, of course, will depend
upon the volume of public use and the
pilgchasing' power of the dollar at the

e.

The forest recreation problem is one
which merits the attention of Congress.
It is not being satisfactorily met at the
present time. The situation is serious.

FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE

One of the most important changes
to take place in the Department of
Agriculture since Secretary Benson has
taken office has been the creation of
the Foreign Agricultural Service, which
is charged with performing the duties
formerly undertaken by the Office of
Foreign Agricultural Relations. It is
most earnestly hoped that this will be
a real change and not a mere juggling
of squares on an organization chart.

It has long been felt that the Office
of Foreign Agricultural Relations could
be revitalized and reorganized so as to
better serve its original and primary
purpose, that of providing information
regarding supplies and prices of agri-
cultural products in foreign markets and
smoothing the economic and diplomatic
paths over which export products move.
It is particularly important that this
be done at this time in view of the in-
creasing difficulties experienced in main-
taining foreign markets for American
farm products.

The importance of agricultural ex-
ports to our American economy cannot
be underestimated. In the 1951-52 mar-
keting year, over $4 billion worth of our
agricultural commodities were exported.
These exports were 5% times in value
and double in volume those of the 5
prewar years, 1935-39.

American exports have been substan=-
tially facilitated by economic aid. With
shifts in the nature of economic aid, it
is becoming increasingly difficult to
maintain foreign markets for American
farm products. United States cotton, to-
baceo, grains, fruits, lard, soybeans, dairy
and other products have to compete for
scarce dollars with the requirements of
our foreign customers for industrial and
military items. In addition to the prob-
lem of competing for available dollar
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exchange, there is the problem of re-
stored and increased agricultural pro-
duction abroad. Thus, American agri-
culture must compete for sales, as well
as dollars,

During the 1952-53 marketing year,
the latest estimate on the value of agri-
cultural exports is $2.9 billion, only a
small percentage of which is being paid
for by our military and MSA programs.
That marks a sharp decline over 1951-52.
It accounts in large measure for the
mounting agricultural supplies in the
United States.

It is no wonder, therefore, that under
the reorganization, emphasis will be re-
oriented toward developing offshore
markets for our agricultural production,
including the sending abroad of highly
competent agricultural commodity spe-
cialists who are thoroughly acquainted
with the production and trade problems
involving these commodities in the
United States and who are capable of
analyzing the complex foreign market
situations for the guidance of the United
States Department of Agriculture and
the producers and exporters of these
commodities.

To accomplish this purpose, a new
branch is being set up, called Foreign
Trade Development, and within this
branch, a division called Foreign Mar-
keting Services, which will include the
foreign commodity marketing special-
ists. In this connection, it is amazing to
note that at the present time the De-
partment has only 3 full-time and 5
part-time such specialists. This is par-
ticularly ironic at a time when, faced
as we are with agricultural surpluses at
home and a falling off of exports, our
Government has on the payroll literally
hundreds of agricultural experts who
are roaming about the globe showing
others how to increase their own agricul-
tural production. Granted that there
be merit in this foreign assistance pro-
gram, still there is such a thing as
balance.

It is also understood that under the
reorganization, the new Foreign Agri-
cultural Service will participate more
actively than its predecessor in negotia-
tions in connection with the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade—
GATT—to assure more adequate repre-
sentation and stronger defense of the
basic interests of American agriculture
under this agreement and the various
trade arrangements with the participat-
ing countries.

There is ample evidence that agricul-
ture has not been adequately repre-
sented in international trade-agreement
conferences. In 20 years of so-called
reciprocal trade, tariffs on American
agricultural products have been cut by
more than half. Compare that with the
record of the automobile industry. The
ad valorem on foreign autos has never
changed. It was 10 percent in 1930; it
is still 10 percent.

The committee recommends $673,000
for this activity for 1954, which repre-
sents an increase of $59,876 over 1953.
Other funds totaling approximately $6
million will be available, as heretofore,
from other agencies. The committee
feels that this office can become an ex=
tremely important part of the Depart-
ment and a highly effective part of our
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international program if this proposed
change in emphasis is carried out effec-
tively.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. I yield.

Mr. MILLER of California. The pub-
lic use of the national forests is one pro-
gram in which the people get to exercise
their right and interest in our great na-
tional forests. This is part of our great
recreational program and I want to com-
pliment the gentleman on what he said
with regard to it. I wonder if the gen-
tleman would care to tell us some of the
things that have taken place in his own
area where certain lakes and recre-
ational facilities have had to be closed
down -because there were not sufficient
sanitary facilities which constituted a
health menace.

Mr. HUNTER. That is absolutely
correct. I thank the gentleman from
California for his remarks. I did not
wish to make this in any sense provin-
cial, because the national forests extend
throughout the length and breadth of
our country. The incident the gentle-
man mentions in California is applicable
to the Bass Lake area which is in the
Sierra National Forest. The public
camp ground operated there by the For-
est Service was developed to accommo-
date 1,500 people at one time, yef the
use on weekends and holidays reaches
as high as 10,000 per day.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. I yield.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I would
like to call the attention of the House to
the fact that it was only through the ef-
fective urging of the gentleman from
California that the subcommittee de-
cided to take the action concerning the
problem about which the gentleman
from California has just been speaking.
The gentleman from California [Mr.
HunTER], of course, is more conversant
with the situation in these recreational
areas than are the other members of the
subcommittee as he is close to our large
national forests. He has aided us con-
siderably in arriving at the decision we
have made.

Mr. HUNTER. I thank my distin-
guished chairman. I would like to say
that there is no disagreement amongst
members of the subcommittee on the
problem involved; it is a question of try-
ing to keep the overall budget within
reasonable limits. We do hope that-in
time we can expand and improve this
program to meet current need.

But getting back to the Bass Lake
area in California, it was only recently
that the public-health officer of Madera
County closed the area down for sanitary
reasons.

Mr. MILIER of California, Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield
further?

Mr. HUNTER. I yield.

Mr. MILLER of California. I agree
with the gentleman that this should not
be a provincial matter, because it is one
that affects the people of the entire
United States. These national forests
are scattered all over the United States
and provide recreational areas for all
of the people who care to use them, But
it is only as we speak about these indi<
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vidual places we are familiar with that
we can actually point up the problem be-
fore the Congress.

Mr. HUNTER. I certainly agree with
the gentleman., These areas are not
used by the people in the immediate
vicinity. The national forests and park
areas are visited and used by people
from all over the entire United States;
so this is a national problem.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 19 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LAIrD].

Mr. LATRD. Mr, Chairman, first I
would like to state that this is the first
experience I have had on the agricultural
subcommittee of the Appropriations
Committee. I have enjoyed that experi-
ence very much. I have enjoyed working
with my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle and I think we have come up with a
report which will receive the support of a
majority of the Members on both sides
of the aisle.

Mr. Chairman, the Subcommittee on
Agriculture of the Appropriations Com=-
mittee began its hearings on the Depart-
ment of Agriculture appropriations bill
on Wednesday, February 25, 1953. Our
committee was in session each day up to
and including Tuesday, May 5, 1953.
During these hearings we took over 3,000
pages of testimony, which is included in
parts 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of the hearing
records which are before you as you con-
sider this agriculture appropriations bill
today. Each witness was given every
courtesy by our subcommittee chairman,
the distinguished gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. H. CARL ANDERSENI].
This bill was very carefully reviewed by
the subcommittee and by the entire
House Appropriations Committee.

The bill includes direct annual appro-
priations for regular activities of the
Department of Agriculture for fiscal year
1954, totaling $712,308,328; loan authori=
zations for the Rural Electrification Ad-
ministration and the Farmers’ Home
Administration of $402,500,000; adminis-
trative expense authorizations for the
corporations of the Department in the
amount of $21,005,000; and an appro-
priation of $439,500 for the special ac-
tivities of the Department. The amount
recommended in this bill for the 1954
fiscal year for the activities of the De-
partment of Agriculture is $24,301,505
less than the funds available for 1953
and $37,101,014 less than the budget esti-
mates submitted to this Congress by for-
mer President Truman for fiscal 1954.
These savings are made notwithstand-
ing the fact that the addition of an en-
tirely new item of $29,250,000 for acre-
age controls on wheat and cotton was
not carried in the 1953 budget, nor was
this item carried in the original budget
estimates for fiscal year 1954. At the
time the budget for 1954 was originally
drawn, no provision was made for acre-
age controls on wheat and cotton but
it is now necessary under the law for the
Department of Agriculture to have these
funds so that it is possible for them to
make necessary provisions for acreage
controls on wheat and cotton in the next
crop year.

Our commitiee was not unanimous on
‘every item in this appropriations bill,
+As a matter of fact, there are several
items which were included at a higher
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figure in this budget bill than I thought
was absolutely necessary. I do feel,
however, that it is an outstanding com-
mittee report and one which will cer-
tainly provide for all services which the
Federal Government should provide. I
support this committee report.

There is no question in my mind that
agriculture, occupying the important
place that it does in our Nation's econ-
omy, is concerned about the fact that
our Federal budget has not been bal-
anced, with the exception of one year,
over the past 20 years. The farmers
making up this great agricultural econ-
omy of ours have a widespread feeling in
my section of the country that our Fed-
eral budget must be balanced.

Back some 15 years ago, the Depart-
ment of Agriculture spent more money
than our Defense Department. For 2
years prior to World War II and since
Pearl Harbor, the Department of De-
fense, of course, has greatly exceeded
the spending of the Department of Ag-
riculture because the functions of this
Department became more important to
our immediate national security. In the
past fiscal year we have obligated in
foreign aid funds six times as much in
dollars and cents than the Federal Gov-
ernment has obligated through the De-
partment of Agriculture. The appropri-
ations to the Department of Agriculture
for fiscal year 1954 are considerably be-
low those appropriations made to the
Department of Agriculture on a func-
tional basis for fiscal year 1940. The
number of employees of the Department
of Agriculture is well below the 1940 em-
ployment figure for the Department of
Agriculture. This is true for no other
major department in our Government,
but this fact in itself cannot be used as
a justification of the present budget.

In drawing up a budget for the De-
partment of Agriculture, it was neces-
sary for the Secretary of Agriculture and
for the Appropriations Committee to
take into account the following con-
siderations:

First. Mandatory requirements of the
law must be fully and faithfully executed
and activities essential to a sound agri-
cultural economy should be maintained.

Second. Research programs should be
strengthened and redirected to make
maximum contribution to current prob-
lems, with full recognition of State, local,
and private participation in research and
scientific development work.

Third. Savings should be made by find-
ing more economic and efficient methods
of operation.

Fourth. Every effort should be made
to withdraw or curtail Federal expendi-
tures for activities where State and local
governments and private enterprise can
and should assume more responsibility.

The task of reducing expenditures in
the Department of Agriculture is not an
easy one. It is a task, however, which
is not impossible and one which must
be faced up to in all departments of
the Federal Government if this country
is to remain strong as a nation. The
present administration has inherited a
$267 billion national debt. In addition
to this, the Eisenhower administration
inherited $90 billion in unspent aut..hori-
zations which had been approved by

previous sessions of Congress, but were
not reflected in the national debt figure.

The financial position of our country
as the new administration takes over
is indeed not good. A policy of deficit
financing has been built up here in
Washington to the point where it has be-
come an accepted philosophy to pass on
to our children and grandchildren the
debts which we accumulate today in the
form of a huge Federal mortgage levied
against their future. Many individuals
seem to think that we should keep on
spending and spending today so that
we can have a good living. The idea
seems to be that we should let future
generations pay the bills for our good
living today. My primary concern in
carrying out my duties and responsi-
bilities as a representative of the Sev-
enth Wisconsin Congressional District is
to do my part to restore a sound econ-
omy to our country. We must balance
our Federal budget. We must work to
reduce our Federal indebtedness. We
must reinstate the principle of good
common sense in meeting the problems
which confront us as a nation. We
must stop running to Washington with
our hands outstretched every time a local
problem confronts us. There is no pot
of gold in Washington, D. C. There
are only debts and mortgages which
have been piled up by the State and local
governments running to Washington
with their problems, by military and for-
eign-aid spending, and by corruption,
dishonesty, inefficiency, and-waste dur-
ing the past 20 years.

In my work on the Appropriations
Committee, I have kept foremost in my
mind the pledges which I made as a can-
didate for Congress last summer and fall
in each of the 10 counties in my con-
gressional district. I pledged to the peo-
ple of my district that I would do all in
my power to do away with the principle
of deficit financing in our Federal Gov-
ernment. This can and must be done
during the next 2 years. It can be done
by everyone’s realizing that one of our
greatest dangers during this period is not
the threat of war, but the even greater
danger of spending ourselves into bank-
ruptey, which would lead us to complete
chaos. We could deliver ourselves to in=-
ternational communism without having
a shot fired upon us. We can balance our
budget by: First, cutting those sections
of our budget which have become out of
balance since 1940. Second, present and
past spending authorizations of all de-
partments must be continually reviewed
and curtailed by the. executive depart-
ment.

The budget of the Department of Ag-
riculture in 1940, as approved by Con-
gress, authorized a total expenditure
of $1,653,000,000. The budget of the
Department of Agriculture in 1953 pro-
vided for a total spending authorization
of $1,519,000,000. The Department of
Agriculture is the only major depart-
ment of Government which does not re-
flect a considerable increase over funds
authorized in 1940, but, in fact, shows a
decrease. This is true despite the fact
that in 1953 the Department of Agricul-
ture was charged with losses of $182 mil-
lion, due to the International Wheat
Agreement, and $83.4 million as a re-
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sult of direct appropriations to the na=
tional school-lunch program—this fig-
ure exclusive of agricultural surpluses
transferred to the school-lunch program
by use of section 32 funds in the amount
of $50 million in 1953.

The deliberations of our committee as
to the financial needs of the Department
of Agriculture, together with its related
activities, have been centered around
the basic need for preserving a pros-
perous agriculture. This is not limited
solely to those engaged in agriculture,
but is one of the basic economic prob-
lems facing our entire Nation. In this
bill we have given consideration to the
pressing problems of agriculture, in-
cluding the need for research in the
dairy industry, the need for increased
attention to conserving soil of the Na-
tion, the need for basic agricultural re-
search, and the need for a continued
high production of agricultural com-
modities to meet the food requirements
of a constantly increasing population.

CONSERVATION OF SOIL

In my work on the committee, I con-
tinually was aware of the fine work of
the Soil Conservation Service, and the
technical and professional help which
the Soil Conservation Service has pro-
vided the farmers throughout our Na=-
tion. The work of the Soil Conservation
Service has helped to conserve and pro-
tect our soil, which is the greatest physi-
cal asset we as a nation possess.

All members of our committee agreed
that increased attention should be given
to soil-conservation practices of a more
permanent nature which add to the
value of our soil over a long period of
time. Too much emphasis has been
placed, particularly in some of our
Southern and Western States, on agri-
cultural conservation practices which
have only a temporary influence upon a
leng-range conservation program. The
committee recognized that a national
program should be encouraged which
would place more emphasis on perma-
nent-type practices. The committee rec-
ognized, however, that the application of
such a national policy at the local level
would not be entirely uniform, since the
permanent value of certain practices will
vary in different areas of the country.

All commitments made for the agri-
cultural-conservation program for crop
year 1953 will be fully met by the De-
partment of Agriculture, and the com-
mittee has arrived at a compromise fig-
ure which will authorize a maximum of
$195 million for the agricultural-conser-
vation program for the 1954 crop year.
This is $55 million below the recommen-
dation of the former Secretary of Agri-
culture, but $55 million above the recom-
mendations of Secretary Benson. Under
the new program there is some question
as to how much of the maximum author-
ization of $195 million will be actually
used. County committees throughout
the country are giving consideration to
the program for crop year 1954 and will
be making their recommendations to the
Department. Itisimpossible to estimate
exactly what the total program will cost
for 1954.

The budget authorizations for the Soil
Conservation Service for 1954 take into
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account the fact that the new soil-con-
servation districts have not been organ-
ized as rapidly as originally estimated.
The appropriation for the Soil Conserva-
tion Service is in contemplation of the
. development of a plan for the transfer of
Soil Conservation Service nurseries, now
maintained for the distribution of seeds
and tree-planting stock, to soil-conser-
vation districts or other State or local
associations or groups who may be ready
and willing to take them over.
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH

Perhaps the most important work of
the Department of Agriculture is in the
field of research. Research has played
an important role in the development of
agriculture. The contribution of re-
search in solving many of the immedi-
ate and long-range problems facing ag-
riculture cannot be minimized. Our
committee has attempted to avoid any
substantial reductions in this essential
work. While the research items have
been reduced somewhat below the origi-
nal budget, our committee's recommen-
dations represent an increase over the
1953 budget for research activities of
approximately $21% million. The Secre-
tary of Agriculture will reexamine the
work of the Department of Agriculture
in the field of research in relation to the
work now being done by the States and
by private industry. Secretary Benson
has assured us that he will see that
these funds are expended in the most ef-
fective way possible. In this bill there
is a total of $58,177,000 provided for ag-
ricultural research activities. Increased
emphasis is placed on the Department’s
research activities in cooperation with
the State agricultural experiment sta-
tions, and with other research agencies,
both public and private. Increased em-
phasis is also placed on the research
work now being carried out on dairy
products and the important problems
facing the dairy industry.

Research work in the Bureau of Dairy
Industry has been stepped up by an in-
crease of $69,445 over the 1953 budget.
This will enable the Bureau to step up
its research program in nonfat-milk
solids, cheese, and new milk products.
The Bureau brought out in testimony
before our committee that this work
would be carried on in cooperation with
the University of Wisconsin’s new Bab-
cock Laboratory.

The committee has attempted to
make provisions for all urgent research
projects presented to it and expects
the Department to use the authority
granted to it by Congress to transfer
funds from other activities to meet any
additional acute problems which may
arise during fiscal year 1954 in this most
important work.

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION

Those funds necessary to carry out the
operations of the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration in fiscal year 1954 have been
provided in this bill. The price-support
program, which continues in effect
throughout fiscal year 1954, will be ad-
ministered by the Department in accord-
ance with the intent of Congress. This
law provides for the support of basic
agricultural products at 90 percent par-
ity, and of dairy products at from 75 to
890 percent of parity. The Secretary of
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Agriculture announced soon after tak-
ing office that dairy products would be
supported at 90 percent of parity from
April 1, 1953, to April 1, 1954,

LOAN AUTHORIZATIONS

Adequate funds are provided in this
bill for the Rural Electrification Admin-
istration and for the Farmers Home
Administration. The total maximum
loan funds provided in this bill for these
two agencies amounts to $402,500,000.
One hundred and ninety million dollars
is available for electrification loans and
$50 million is made available for tele-
phone loans by the Rural Electrification
Administration. The Farmers’ Home
Administration in fiscal year 1954 will
have available for farm ownership and
housing loans, a total of $35,500,000; for
product and subsistence loans, $120
million; and for water facility loans, $7
million,

SCHOOL-LUNCH PROGRAM

The bill provides for a total direct ap-
propriation of $83,365,000 for the school-
lunch program. This is the same
amount as was available in fiscal year
1953. In addition to this direct appro-
priation, there will be made available
approximately $65 million in surplus
commodities to the school-lunch pro-
gram. The Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion will be reimbursed for these com-
modities from section 32 funds. It is
interesting to note that, as far as the
school-lunch program is concerned, the
Federal Government’s contribution has
greatly increased during the past 2
years to the cost of this program. In
fiscal year 1952, the total Federal con-
tribution to this program was $100 mil-
lion; in fiscal year 1953 the Federal con-
tribution to this program was in excess of
$133,400,000; in 1954, the estimated to-
tal contribution on the part of the Fed-
eral Government to the program will be
approximately $147,000,000.

It is my personal feeling that if the
Federal Government is ever to reduce
our Federal tax burden and return to
the States tax sources for their exclu-
sive use, the individual States will soon
be required to bear more of the cost of
this program. In 1952, the total con-
tribution by State and local government
to this program was $54.4 million;
in 1953, the total contribution by State
and local government will be approxi-
mately $60 million; and, in fiscal year
1954, the estimate of the contribution by
State and local government to the cost
of this program 1is approximately
$656 million. Almost one-third of our
school children are covered by this
program. State and local government
will be required to make more of a con-
tribution to this popular program in the
future if we are to carry out the recom-
mendations made by the Council of
State Governments and governors of the
various States.

FOREST SERVICE

In this budget there is included an in-
crease in the amount of funds made
available for fiscal year 1954 to the For-
est Service, Five million dollars were
provided in the third supplemental ap-
propriation bill for the Forest Service
to construct access roads. Additional
funds are made available for access roads
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in this appropriation bill because of the
seriousness of the infestation of Engel-
mann spruce-bark beetle now spreading
very rapidly in spruce timber in national
forests in Idaho and Montana; and of
Douglas-fir beetle, which is causing
widespread damage to Douglas-fir in
Oregon and Washington.

The Forest Service engages in three
main lines of work: First, management,
protection, and development of national
forests; second, cooperation with States
and private forest landowners in con-
nection with fire protection, forest tree
planting, forest management, and ex-
tension; and third, forest and range re-
search. Several years ago the Congress
inserted language authorizing the insti-
tution of cooperative arrangements with
States and local organizations relative to
research stations and experimental for-
ests. The committee feels that the For-
est Service should continue to expand
this means of meeting the research needs
in those areas not now covered by exist=
ing appropriations.

PRODUCTION AND MARKETING ADMINISTRATION

The Production and Marketing Ad-
ministration has been provided with
adequate funds to carry out the agri-
cultural adjustment programs, Sugar
Act, School Lunch Act, removal of sur-
plus commodities, and marketing serv-
ices, which have been previously author-
ized by Congress. Funds have been pro-
vided as recommended by the Secretary
of Agriculture to carry out that author-
ity delegated to the Production and
Marketing Administration to administer
price support and related programs of
the Commodity Credit Corporation. The
responsibility for the major policy in
carrying out the agricultural conserva-
tion program has been recently trans-
ferred to the Assistant Secretary in
charge of research, extension, and land
use activities of the Department.

FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE

The Office of Foreign Agricultural Re-
lations will be revitalized and reor-
ganized so as to serve the original and
primary purpose of this agency. That
original purpose was to provide infor-
mation regarding supplies and prices of
agricultural products in foreign markets
and smoothing the economic and diplo-
matic paths over which export products
go. It is particularly important that
this be done at this time in view of the
difficulties experienced in maintaining
foreign markets for American farm
products, In the past few years, this
service has been very ineffective and it
is hoped that the reorganization by the
present Secretary of Agriculture will re-
store the effectiveness of this agency.

It is my sincere hope that the House
will act favorably upon the report of our
commitiee on the Agricultural Appro-
priations bill for 1954. This report is
supported by each member of our sub-
committee, realizing full well the im-
portance of agriculture and its related
activitiés to our whole economy.

In seven separate instances, we have
given notice in our report that specific.
control activities of the Department of
Agriculture must revert to the States and
become the responsibility of the States.
We have given notice so that the States
can assume the responsibility in the
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future for several of these control
programs.

As a member of the Agricultural Ap-
propriations Subcommittee, I assure you,
my colleagues here in the House, that
I have worked diligently to eliminate
unnecessary expenditures of Federal
funds by the Department of Agriculture.

The Secretary of Agriculture, Ezra
Taft Benson, has impressed me in his
appearances before our committee. He
seems to me to be one of the most able,
conscientious, and outstanding members
of President Eisenhower's new Cabinet.
He has a thorough understanding and
interest in the problems of agriculture
because of his long background and
experience as a farmer. His patriotic
and religious devotion to his country is
something that I admire and respect. I
have great confidence in his adminis-
trative ability and the leadership he will
give this important Department”of our
Government. I say this not because I
represent a dairy district and we at last
have a Secretary of Agriculture who
recognizes the importance of the dairy
industry, but because of the impression
that he left with all members of our
committee of his awareness and knowl-
edge of our entire agricultural economy.
His task is indeed a difficult one. The
problems he has inherited are not of
his own making. He has solicited the
help of all of us regardless of political
label, and it is our duty to help him in
every way possible.

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAIRD. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The gen-
tleman has made a splendid address,
and in connection with it I should like
to call attention to a fact that has not
been expressed here today, and that is
that the bill before us has a net de-
crease in personnel below 1953 of 1,469
positions.

Mr. LAIRD. I thank the gentleman
from Minnesota for including that im-
portant information.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I also
would like to say that the gentleman
4rom Wisconsin [Mr. Lamrp] will, in my
opinion, become a worthy successor to
his predecessor, the late Reid Murray,
who was held in high esteem by the
Members of this House.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAIRD. I yield.

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to commend
the gentleman from Wisconsin on his
very forthright and very informative
statement. Like myself, he is a new
member of the Subcommittee on Appro-
priations for Agriculture. I have en-
joyed my association with him tremen-
dously and I feel the gentleman has
made a very concrete and very valuable
contribution to the work of our subcom-
mittee.

Mr. LAIRD. I thank the gentleman
very much.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the REcorb,
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, the vig-
orous progress in agriculture in- this
country during the last half century is a
monument to agricultural research. It
has been a continuous battle to keep
ahead of ravages of insects and diseases
and the depletion of soil fertility. Un-
fortunately, research frequently does not
receive the support to put an army on
the field until the battalions of diseases
and pests have virtually won the battle.

The history of the sugarcane crop in
Louisiana provides a good example of
such a situation. During the early twen-
ties, Louisiana was producing good crops
of cane, providing about 300,000 tons of
sugar a year. Even then a few people
recognized thaf serious diseases were
threatening, These enemies in the form
of sugarcane mosaic, red rot, and root
rots struck rather suddenly and vicious-
ly. By 1926 sugar production in Loui-
siana had dwindled to a mere 48,000 tons.
An entire industry faced liquidation.
Vigorous cooperative research efforts by
the United States Department of Agri-
culture, the Louisiana Agricultural Ex-
periment Station, and the American
Sugar Cane League resulted in the im-
portation of several disease-tolerant va-
rieties that saved the day and the initia=
tion of research toward breeding disease=
resistant wvarieties. Louisiana is now
producing about 400,000 tons of sugar
annually from varieties of cane devel-
oped at the United States Sugar Plant
Field Station in Canal Point, Fla.

New and ominous warnings are on the
horizon, however. Two previously unre=
ported diseases of sugarcane were found
in Louisiana last year. Should we wait
and see whether or not these diseases
ravish a productive agricultural crop, or
should we protect Louisiana farmers by
supporting the necessary research to
combat these diseases?

It is granted that there have been
tremendous increases in appropriations
for agriculture during the past two dec-
ades. Let us consider how production
research on sugarcane has been affected:
In 1933, the Bureau of Plant Industry
had funds to support 18 scientists work-
ing on this crop; by 1941, the number
was down to 14; and by 1952 funds were
available to carry only 7 scientists. The
pending bill would not only result in a
further reduction in force but would
make other drastic cuts in our research
program,

NEED FOR WORK

During the past 25 years the per capita
consumption of sugar in the United
States has averaged about 100 pounds,
and the estimated consumption for 1953
is 8,200,000 tons.

During the 4-year period from 1948 to
1951, the average annual production of
sugar in the continental United States
and its possessions has been approxi-
mately 4,380,000 tons or about 55 per-
cent of the total consumption within
the United States. During the same
period the annual production of beet and
cane sugar within the continental United
States was 2,070,000 tons or only one-
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fourth of the current annual rate of con-
sumption in the United States.

Every time this country has become
involved in a war, sugar is the first item
of food to become rationed. The serious
stresses of national emergency provide
indisputable evidence of the importance
of maintaining a vigorous and economi-
cally sound domestic sugar industry.

Since our native sugar erops are pro-
duced in direct competition with foreign
countries where wages and living stand-
ards are comparatively low, it is manda-
tory that the American farmer be able to
produce sugar with maximum efficiency,
particularly in view of the relatively
high capital investment and high wage
rates that he has to face. It is, there-
fore, highly essential to continue efforts
to breed superior varieties of sugarcane
having hybrid vigor, resistance to dis-
ease, high sucrose content, outstanding
keeping qualities in storage and adapt-
able to mechanical field operations.

The Sugar Advisory Committee on
Production, Marketing, and Research at
each meeting for the past 4 years has
emphasized and reemphasized the need
for an expanding research breeding pro-
gram on sugarcane and sugar beets.
The Committee stated unqualifiedly that
it gave that recommendation the highest
priority in the entire field of sugar re-
search,

MAINLAND CANE PRODUCTION

The State of Louisiana produces about
270,000 acres of sugarcane annually and
Florida about 36,000. The sugar pro=
duced in those 2 States has an aver=
age annual value of about $58 million.
In addition to sugar, these 2 States
produce about 45 million gallons of mo=
lasses annually, with a present value of
about 10% cents to 11 cents per gallon;
also about 750,000 tons of bagasse which
is used in the manufacture of wallboard,
poultry litter, and will be used for the
manufacture of paper and dissolving
pulp within another year upon comple-
tion of a plant which is now being con-
structed for that purpose in Louisiana.

In order for Louisiana and Florida
cane growers to successfully compete
with offshore areas having low stand-
ards of living, it is essential that pro=-
duction be maintained at the highest
possible level of efficiency.

Varieties of cane that produce well in
Louisiana and Florida must be somewhat
different from those grown in other sug-
arcane areas in the world. They must
mature early, having resistance to cold,
and be adaptable to mechanical harvest-
ing in addition to resistance to numer-
ous diseases, such as mosaic, chlorotic
streak, red rot, root rot, and so forth,
Thus, major emphasis should be given to
the breeding program and to isolating
and characterizing the strains and vari-
eties of sugarcane that are especially
valuable as superior parents. !

BREEDING IS COBD"LIQATED AND EXPENSIVE

Sugarcane breeding is expensive work.
For instance, it has been shown that only
1 out of about 250,000 sugarcane seedlings
becomes a promising variety. At the
present rate of variety yield, deteriora-
tion and the ominous threat of diseases,
there is an urgent demand by sugarcane
growers for the development of several
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potentially superior varieties of sugar=-
cane per year.

By using present personnel and facili-
ties to the utmost during 1952, the com-
bined efforts of Louisiana, Florida, and
the United States Department of Agri-

' culture permitted the production and
testing of only 75,000 new seedlings
which is less than one-third of the num-
ber that should be tested in order to
meet the varietal needs of the industry.

The primary obstacle to sugarcane
breeding is that only a very few existing
varieties will bloom in the United States.
Consequently, research is urgently need-
ed to ascertain the physiological basis
for flower production in sugarcane and
to initiate research to find out how to
artificially stimulate bloom.

TURGENT DEMAND FOR NEW VARIETIES

Existing varieties of sugarcane are
continually degenerating and the de-
mand is urgent for new varieties. A
variety that is outstanding today will
probably be worthless 10 years from now.
Research is needed to ascertain why
varieties degenerate and whether or not
it can be prevented. If a way could be
found to prevent degeneration of vari-
eties it would relieve to a certain extent
the demand for such a large sugarcane-
breeding program.

Varieties of sugarcane being developed
must be rigorously tested for sugarcane
diseases now present in the United
States and also for those that may possi-
bly be introduced and become disastrous
to the domestic industry. During recent
months two previously unreported dis-
eases of sugarcane have been discovered
in Louisiana. One is a virus causing a
stunted growth and is regarded as the
most serious disease of cane in Australia.
The other is a mildew disease that is
serious in the canefields of Peru.

IMPORTANT ITEMS

One of the most important items in
the budget is a $50,000 fund for building
additional greenhouse facilities at field
stations in Florida and Louisiana.
These additional greenhouse facilities
will eliminate one of the main bottle-
necks in the present breeding program
which is greatly hampered by the inade-
quacies of such facilities.

Another most important item is the
establishment of a secondary quarantine
station in Florida where imported canes
can be kept under strict observation
until all possibility of infection has been
eliminated. Although canes imported
for breeding purposes are subjected to
strict quarantine regulations before they
are sent to the Government experiment
station at Canal Point, Fla., for use in
the breeding program, there have been
instances where the first quarantine was
not adequate to prevent introduction of
disease. The growth-stunting virus from
Australian cane undoubtedly would have
been discovered and eliminated in a sec-
ondary quaranfine station like the one
proposed.

ADEQUATE FUNDS ESSENTIAL

What I have said about the impor-
tance of agricultural research to our
sugarcane industry applies with equal
force in connection with all other agri-
cultural crops. For instance, the pres-
ent bill carries an item of $119,000 for
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sweetpotato weevil control and research,
as compared to $238,000 carried in last
year’s appropriation bill. This is a cut
of exactly 50 percent. I appeared before
the subcommittee and vigorously pro-
tested this wholly unjustified reduction.

The work done by the Bureau of En-
tomology and Plant Quarantine Labora-
tory at Southwestern Louisiana Institute
in Lafayette, in charge of Mr. C. H. Gad-
dis, has been of immense value to the
sweetpotato growers in my district. At
present experiments are being conducted
to determine possibilities of field control
of the weevil, and considerable testing
and evaluation must be done before a
definite program can be placed in opera-
tion for effective and economic field con=
trol. I do not consider it to be sound
economy to render practically useless
much of the groundwork that has been
laid by curtailing the program at this
time and not carrying to a successful
conclusion a project in which so much
has already been accomplished, but in
which the possibilities for still greafer
service are so evident.

Mr. Chairman, we cannot afford to be
penny wise and pound foolish. I believe
that the present economy move is being
carried on too far too fast when we are
asked to cut the budget so severely for
agricultural research. I commend the
Committee on Appropriations for its ef-
forts to economize and to try: to bring
the budget in balance, but I suggest that
to cripple our agricultural program at its
very foundation in the field of research
is the wrong approach.

In this instance the committee has
recommended an amount wholly inade-
quate to sustain life in the goose which
has laid so many precious golden eggs for
the farmers and the taxpayers of the
United States. The amount recom-
mended by the committee is not only far
below the figure suggested by the so-
called Truman budget, but is also out

of line with the recommendations of

President Eisenhower. I submit that
these severe cuts should be restored on
the floor of the House. Specifically, at
least $150,000 should be allocated for
sugar plant research and at least $238,-
000, the amount we appropriated last
year, should be set aside for sweetpotato
weevil control and research.

Mr: HORAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
15 minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. TABER].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for his courtesy.

There are a few things in this bill that
I wish to ecall attention to, and I shall
not be very long.

In order that we may have some idea
of what the so-called ACP picture is,
which is called by some a’soil conserva-
tion program, I would like at this point
to read a letter which went out to all of
the major representatives of the Lime-
stone Trust on April 20, 1953. It was
signed by Robert M. Koch, executive
secretary of the trust.

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL LIMESTONE
INsTITUTE, INC.,
Washington, D. C., April 20, 1953.
MEMBERSHIP LETTER No. 14

The ACP situation has reached a critical
point, Both pro and anti groups are mak-
ing all-out supreme efforts to either save it
or drastically curtail it.
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The Benson administration has finally
reduced its policy on ACP to writing. ACP
Memorandum 5 has been issued to State
offices with instructions to send it to county
offices by April 30. We will have it in your
hands before then.

Briefly it puts an end to our National ACP
limestone program. From now on you would
be on your own to sell your product. Lime-
stone could be used in a few cases but in
my opinion the total purchased would not
exceed 2 million tons and probably would
only be half this amount. ¥You would have
to market the other 26 or 27 million tons
without any financial assistance.

Some of you may want to buy earth mov-
ing equipment as the Benson administra-
tion proposes to put a great deal more
money into that type of practice.

The Farm Bureau is spending a great deal
of money to bring key farmers to Washing-
ton to testify, interview their Congressmen
and have friendly banquets with their State
Congressional delegations. This is very
potent and extremely dificult to combat. -

Members recently received a letter dated
April 3 and April 16 addressed “To Persons
Interested in the ACP.” These were sent to
you for your information but were primarily
for the 3,000 county PMA offices, State offi-
ces, etc. We have been asked for hundreds
of additional copies. Some of you, no doubt,
think parts of the letters were too strong.
Gentlemen, in my opinion you must fight
fire with fire, We are in a last-ditch fight
and only Congress can save this program
now. To offset the tremendously well-
planned tactics of the farm bureau we need
extensive grass roots support.

It is coming. Only time will determine
the results. We are definitely gaining, al-
though Taser is wielding a big club on his
full committee—he has a 10-man majority
with a large part of it his own handpicked
men. His battle cry upon entering the hear-
ing room the other day was “not 1 cent more
than Secretary Benson wants.” So the bill
may get cut to $140 million in his full Ap-
propriations Committee, even though the
Subcommittee on Agriculture passes a larger
amount. If it gets cut to $140 million there
will be a floor fight to restore it to $200
million. In my opinion we will win this by
a very close vote if supporters of the pro-
gram continue their efforts right up to the
moment of the vote, which now is scheduled
the week of May 11.

In addition to fighting for a substantial
appropriation, I am trying to get directives
written into the report of the committee to
block the Benson policy of having no lime
program. Be sure and keep this letter cone.
fidential,

Enclosed is a reprint of Senator Morse’s
address at our banquet last Jenuary. Every
limestone producer ought to be familiar with
the basic tenets of Senator Morse's phi-
losophy on soil conservation. Additional
copies are available at $2 per hundred.

Sincerely yours,
RoserT M. KocH,
Ezecutive Secretary.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. WHITTEN. I want to ask the
gentleman in regard to the letter he was
reading if he did not think that the
reference to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. TaBer] was what you might
call the climax of the letter?

Mr. TABER. No; I think that perhaps
the climax might be——

Mr. WHITTEN. Well, I insist with
my good friend, that is one of the high
points; I want to insist that that is ene
of the high points.

Mr. TABER. No; the high point was-
when he wanted to protect the Lime-
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stone Trust and be sure that the Lime-
stone people would not have any work to
do amongst the farmers to sell it. That
was really the climax of it, and that was
his chief objective.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield further?

Mr. TABER. I yield.

Mr. WHITTEN. I understand that the
gentleman from Minnesota in control of
the time on the other side has used all
of his time. We have not used all of our
time and I would be glad to have the
time of the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Taser] taken out of our time. We
are very fond of the gentleman from
New York even though we had a tough
job to get somfle provisions in this bill
reported out over his opposition. But
we would be glad to share our time with
him.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. We have
allotted 15 minutes to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. TABER].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, if is
highly significant that in his letter Mr.
Koch says to his people that if the Gov-
ernment cannot be forced to assume
limestone sales costs then “you would
have to market the other twenty-six or
twenty-seven million tons without any
financial assistance.”

It indicates that the authorization
contracts with farmers for payments in
fiscal year 1955, which appears in the
sum of $195 million on page 31, line 14,
of the agriculture appropriation bill, is
for about 27 million tons of limestone
at a cost to the Government of at least
$40 million. The Limestone Trust is the
chief beneficiary of this appropriation
alleged to be for the benefit of the
farmers. That alone should be enough
to indicate how thinking Members of the
House who had a sense of responsibility
to the people should vote.

Let us analyze the picture a little fur-
ther. Of the farmers who now get Fed-
eral checks out of this setup, 392,774
receive checks of $20 or less. The num-
ber in this category has dropped from
789,000 since 1948. There are 538,552
receiving checks of from between $20.01
to $40; this figure has dropped from
748,000 since 1948. The number receiv-
ing from $40 to $60 is 412,085, and this
has dropped since 1949 from 478,000, in-
dicating a rapidly lessening interest in
the program on the part of the small
farmers. In fact, 1,343,411 of the 2,563,-
956 recipient farmers, or 52 percent of
the total number, received less than $60,
indicating that it means practically
nothing to the farmers who receive the
checks. The big beneficiary is not the
farmer but the Limestone Trust.

It is very doubtful that the farmer
who receives less than $60 would ever
go into the eentral county office and fill
out all of the papers and go through
all of the redtape that is required to
qualify him for this program. But the
members of the PMA and the local farm
county committee have been receiving
per diem and travel allowance from
Federal funds for going out and solicit-
ing farmers to sign these applications.
If these members of the county commit-
tees and the local committees were not
allowed to go out and so solicit farmers,
the applications would never be made
and the administrative expenses which
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are charged up against this appropria-
tion for operating this program would
be cut by at least $10 million. There
is a certain amount of “velvet” in this
for the members of the committees but
the major beneficiary is still the Lime-
stone Trust. This is established beyond
dispute by their own statements quoted
above from their lobbyist letter to
their membership; $140 million with
only $16 million out for expenses would
leave $124 million for the farmers if
they did not have to take care of the
Limestone Trust.

Agriculture is a major industry and it
should have every possible consideration
and I am willing to give it every possible
consideration but the budget of the
United States is so far behind that we
need to catch up. I am sure that the
farmers of this Nation are aware of the
financial stress of the Government and
are willing to cooperate and try to solve
the problem.

It is thus apparent that there is really
very little actual benefit to the farmers
involved, I believe these farmers who
receive these small checks are ashamed
to take the money and this is not a gen-
uine soil-conservation program but a
limestone selling scheme program. The
Farm Bureau, the National Grange, and
many other local farm units have indi-
cated that they favor a reduction in this
item. I believe that 90 percent of the
farmers in America would feel that way.
Not more than one-third of the farmers
in America get a check above $60 and
only a very few get a check as high as
$150—you can count them very easily in
any community.

‘Why should we continue this enormous
complicated operation on such an elab-
orate basis at a time when the financial
credit of our Government is at stake?
I am in hopes that when we get to read-
ing this bill for amendment that the
membership of the House will follow
what I believe to be the desire of the
farmers and not allow themselves to be
influenced by pressure on the part of
the limestone trust, or by those who are
more interested in selfish considerations
than they are in the welfare of the farm-
ers and their country.

Every other department of the Gov-
ernment has taken a budget reduction
in a cooperative spirit. Secretary Ben-
son tried to effect a reduction on what
he believed to be a fair and workable
basis. Why shouldn’t we permit this
reduction to go into effect and restore
the revised budget estimate of $140 mil-
lion at this point?

I know that the farmers will probably
continue to use limestone if they need
it on their land even if there is a reduc-
tion in the amount of Federal assist-
ance—most of them always have used it
where it was desired.

Frankly, I am in favor of the soil-con-
servation program where the Depart-
ment lays out a program to protect the
soil. But why we should go on with this
program is something that it is very dif-
ficult for me to see, especially when you
take into consideration the crisis we are
in at the present time. It is altogether
different from the price-support pro-
gram, it is altogether different from any-
thing that is involved in the acreage-
control proposition,
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We must consider also that notwith-
standing that there was an authoriza-
tion of $250 million in contracts left, the
use of it and the followup of it has
dropped so steadily in the last 3 or 4
years that I can see no possible reason
with the declining interest in it on the
part of the farmer for our going above
the $140 million. It will not stand a
real analysis.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr,
Chairman, I yield myself 3 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, of course, I cannot
agree with what the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Taser] has just said in
his address to the Committee. There is
a complete disagreement between my
good chairman and myself as to what is
needed for the preservation of our soils.
The gentleman from New York [Mr.
TaBER] is entitled to his opinion and he
is never backward about expressing his
viewpoint. He is courageous, but in this
instance, and in my personal opinion, he
is mistaken. There has been no indica-

-tion that I know of that the so-called

Limestone Trust has had any effect
whatsoever upon the deliberations of my
subcommittee or upon any individual
member thereof. I repeat, what I said
previously today, that if it is not worth-
while to expend one-third of what it
costs annually to keep one combat divi-
sion in operation for the preservation
of our soils in these United States of
America, then it is time that we re-
orient our line of thinking. We, on our
subcommittee, are trying to prevent the
coming of the time when there may not
be sufficient food te feed this great Na-
tion of ours, including the constituents
of the gentleman from New York [Mr,
Taser]l. We are looking for a solution
of how we can produce food for an ad-
ditional 35 million people in 12 or 15
years’ time. We know that means se-
curing the production from an additional
115 million acres by 1965, 12 years from
now. It is my opinion that we should
leave to the determination of the vari-
ous States, individually, as to whether
or not they wish to have limestone ap-
plication as one of their practices. We
know that many States do want that
right given to them. Personally, we do
not use much limestone in Minnesota,
but at the same time I see no reason
whatsoever to say to the Northeastern
States, who depend upon the applica-
tion of limestone to put their soil in
shape so that they can produce legumes,
that they cannot use limestone if they
so decide.

Mr. Chairman, whether or not we like
what we call the ACP program, I think
it is time for this Congress of the United
States to think this thing out clearly to
the end and not be drawn down the
wrong highway, on a tangent, simply
because of some letter that somebody
has written. Let us keep in mind the
basic problem, and that is, to keep our
soil in such shape so that the people of
this Nation, your children and grand-
children and mine will have as good
food and as much food 50 years from
now as we are blessed with today. No
program is perfect. We do hope to im-
prove, from year to year, our soil-con-
servation programs, .
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Our report, accompanying this bill,
says:

The committee belleves that the soil is our
greatest physical asset and that everything
possible must be done to protect and con-
serve it.

Our committee further states, page 10
of ‘the report:

The committee has felt for many years
that increased attention should be given to
those practices which have more than an-
nual benefits to the soil. It is recognized,
however, that application of such a national
policy at the local level will not be entirely
uniform since the permanent value of cer-
tain practices will vary in different areas ot
the country.

May I, in conclusion, call to your at-
tention that the full Appropriations
Committee defeated the motion to re-
duce the agricultural conservation pro-
gram for 1954 from $195 million to $40
million. I hope and feel sure that the
House will sustain this action for the
good of the future of our Nation,

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCoRMACK].

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I
did not intend to get into the general
debate on this bill, but I was interested
and prompted to do so by the remarks
of my valued friend the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Tager] when he referred
to a Limestone Trust. We have heard
the same kind of remarks on previous
occasions during past years when the
agricultural appropriation bill was up
for consideration in the House. As a
result of remarks made in the past, and
which I anticipated would again be made
on this oceasion, and they were, I took
occasion to find out for myself just what
kind of a Limestone Trust there was in
this country.

There is a Limestone Association, but
there is a National Association of Man-
ufacturers, There are various chambers
of commerce, locally and nationally.
There are various trade organizations in
business and associations in other
spheres of human activity in the United
States. I do not consider them to be
trusts.

My investigation of the limestone in-
dustry shows that there are about 1,100
producers of agricultural limestone in
the country. That certainly would not
indicate a frust. I also found, for ex-
ample, that during the period 1935 to
1939, according to the Bureau of Agri-
cultural Economics, the average price
was $4.09 per ton delivered to the farm-
er. On the basis of figures available for
the 1952 period, the comparative price
was $3.22 per ton, in spite of the in-
creased cost. Freight rates during that
period increased 78 percent. Other in-
creases have taken place. When there
is a trust usually it is a monopoly, there
is close control, and prices usually are
raised. Certainly the evidence in the
case of the limestone industry does not
impress me with the fact that there is
any trust existing.

It is very easy to make the charge,
but the facts certainly do not support
the charge. With 1,100 producers of
agricultural limestone, there is a very
highly competitive situation existing
throughout the country. That certainly

L]
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is reflected in the lower price the farmer
pays for limestone, at least based on the
1952 figures, as compared with what the
farmer paid in prior years.

It is true they have an association.
There is nothing wrong with that.
Whether or not every limestone pro-
ducer belongs to the association is some-
thing I cannot say. But we have asso-
ciations of businessmen, various kinds of
associations, which are perfectly proper
and desirable. Simply because thou-
sands of business concerns might belong
to the Chamber of Commerce of the
United States does not take away their
competitive standing, their competitive
ability., The fact they are members of
associations like that or any other asso-
ciation does not make that association
a trust.

With all due regard to the views of my
distinguished friend from New York
[Mr. TaBer], I think that in this case he
is seriously wrong, that his charges of a
trust are not supported by the facts. If
he argues that an association constitutes
a trust, then that is a different situa-
tion, but I doubt very much if anybody
would pay much attention to a charge
that an association of businessmen,
properly formed, as this one is, consti-
tutes a trust. I doubt that such a charge
could carry much weight in the minds
of the Members of this House or any-
one else.

So my few remarks, for whatever value
they may have, are to convey to the
Members of the House the information
which to me clearly shows there is a
limestone industry in the United States.
I am glad there is. But by no means is
it a limestone trust.

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield.

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. Assum-
ing that it is just an innocent associa-
tion, does the gentleman condone the
letter that was read?

Mr. McCORMACEK. There is nothing
wrong with the letter I heard read. If
I were writing the letter I probably
would write it differently. EKnowing my
friend, the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Taser], I would certainly not make
any reference to him as “Taser.” But if
I did not know him and was writing a
letter, I see where I might, and without
intending to reflect upon him.

So far as the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts is concerned, there is no one in
this House of Representatives or in this
country who has a higher respect for the
gentleman from New York [Mr. TABeEr]
than the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. McCorMAck]. I may disagree with
the gentleman, but in my disagreement
I shall never be disagreeable. But in this
respect, I think the facts do not justify
the charge that there is a limestone trust
in the United States.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman. I
yield myself 2 minutes. 1

Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that
I believe in soil conservation, and hav-
ing worked on this committee and hav=
ing studied the subject for many years—
as I see it, we have not taken care of our
country as we should. I welcome the ef-
forts of any and all in the direction that
I think that we all should look, and I

May 19

think that is toward taking better care of
our land and toward restoring our land.
I trust the people of no community in
this country and of no county and/or
State would select limestone use as a
practice unless there was a need in that
area for limestone. Certainly nobody
wishes it on any community., Certainly
it is a waste of time for the farmer to
spend his money and his effort and his
labor because the Government pays only
about a third of the total cost of applica-
tion unless he is convinced it is needed on
his own farm. The testimony is that the
benefits of limestone last from 7 to 8
years depending upon the use that is
made of it. What kind of erop is grown
on the land and what part of it they
take out. It is surprising how great a
part of the United States has a need for
some basic element in the soil. I happen
to know the individual who wrote that
letter. He works for his association. I
do not blame him for working for them,
but sometimes I question whether his ef-
forts, as in this letter, are as effective as
they might be. I believe I could have
written a whole lot better letter person-
ally if I had the same interest that he
has. I do not have that same interest,
but I do have the interest of the Amer-
ican people and the Nation at heart when
I say we should give more attention to
the soil.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, PoLK].

Mr. POLK, Mr. Chairman, when I
asked for time to speak this afternoon,
I had no idea I would get into the middle
of a controversy with reference to the
National Limestone Association. May I
say that in.the district I have the honor
to represent, there are a number of lime-
stone producers. Whether they all be-
long to the National Limestone Associa-
tion, I do not know. I do know thatmany
of these limestone producers in the Sixth
Congressional District of Ohio are farm-
ers who as a side line have opened lime-
stone quarries and are supplying their
neighbors with agricultural lime. May I
say that to my knowledge, the limestone
interests in the State of Ohio have ren-
dered an outstanding service to the
farmers. They have carried on a very
comprehensive campaign to encourage
farmers to put more land in permanent
pasture. Of course, to do that requires
a considerable amount of lime. They
have carried on this educational cam-
paign for a number of years and have
been very beneficial. I am sure the Na-
tional Limestone Association has par-
ticipated in this program, and like
former Chairman WHITTEN, I have met
Mr. Robert A. Koch, the executive secre-
tary of the National Limestone Associa-
tion, and I have always found him to be
a very courfeous, capable young man.
He has never so far as I know brought
any pressure upon me as far as any legis-
lation is concerned.

I want to say that my observation of
his activities before the Congress have
shown him to be a very fine gentleman.

Mr. McCORMACK, Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. POLE. I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. May I say that
the gentleman from Massachusetts does
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not have a farm in his district. There
are no limestone inferests in my dis-
trict. I think there is some limestone
in Massachusetts, up in the vicinity of
Lee, probably 75 or 125 miles from my
district. Like the gentleman from Ohio,
I have absolutely no interest other than
an objective interest, and certainly I
would not accuse a chamber of commerce
of being a trust. I may disagree with
their resolutions, but I thoroughly re-
spect them as a business association.
Certainly I feel the same way toward
the National Limestone Association. An
association is one thing; a trust is an-
other.

Mr. POLK. I thank the gentleman
for his contribution.

There is another benefit that has come
to the farmers through the activities of
the National Limestone Association. I
can remember a few years ago it was
impossible for farmers to secure ground
limestone that was fine enough to do the
job on the farm. They were trying to sell
ground limestone that was too coarse.
To my personal knowledge I know that
through the activities of the National
Limestone Association they have carried
on a program whereby ground limestone
that is produced and placed on the mar-
ket today is of sufficient fineness to meet
the requirements of the agricultural col-
leges and State universities.

As I said, I did not plan to speak with
reference to that particular item. Hav-
ing served on the legislative Committee
on Agriculture in the House of Repre-
sentatives for more than 14 years, I am
vitally concerned with the soil-conserva-
tion program. On yesterday I inserted
in the Appendix of the ReEcorp a state-
ment which appears on page A2700, in
which I endeavored to show that the
funds for the agricultural conservation
program should be increased. I am
somewhat concerned about the soil-con-
servation program that was announced
by the United States Department of
Agriculture on April 10, 1953. This pro-
posed program for 1954 is included in
what is entitled “ACP Memo No. 5, De-
velopment No. 1,” a copy of which I hold
in my hand. It was issued by the chief
of the agricultural-conservation pro-
gram and sets forth a guide for tenta-
tive developments of State and county
programs for 1954,

Memorandum No. 5 is a 23-page bulle-
tin and has been included in part IV
of the hearings beginning at the bottom
of page 1797 and continuing to the top
of page 1808. It is 11 pages of fine
print. Memorandum No. 5 spelled out
the soil-conservation practices that will
be approved for 1954. I do not criticize
the practices that are included in memo-
randum 5. No doubt many are desirable
practices for certain areas of the Nation.
Only a few of them are applicable to the
district and State I represent. I doubt
if any Member representing a district
east of Kansas and north of the Gulf
States will find in Memorandum 5 many
soil-conservation practices that will meet
with the approval of the farmers he rep-
resents.

Naturally, I am most vitally inter-
ested in the Federal soil-conservation
programs in the State of Ohio and espe-
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cially those approved practices which

‘will aid soil conservation in the sixth

district of Ohio.

As the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr,
WaHaITTEN] so ably pointed out this after-
noon in his very comprehensive report
to the House on this appropriation bill,
the former procedure, one that was fol-
lowed for many years by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, was to submit the
problem of determining suitable soil-
conservation practices to the people, first
to the committees out in the various
States, and after the committeemen in
the States had had an opportunity to
study this program the plans were sent
to Washington and were approved here;
in other words, we started at the ground
and worked up. But in Memorandum 5
we have a reversal of that proposition,
namely, an order from Washington tell-
ing farmers what they may do. Under
the old program in Ohio in 1951—and
that is the latest year for which all
figures are available—there were 22 prac-
tices carried out by the farmers of my
State. And may I say that liming was
only 1 of the 22 practices. There were
in this list of practices 12 that are in-
cluded in Memorandum 5, but there are
10 that were carried out in Ohio in 1951
which are eliminated from Memorandum
5. I would like to read you the practices
that are eliminated—and it happens that
these practices that are eliminated are
the ones that were most popular in Ohio.

The first practice that was eliminated
is applying liming materials. Fifty-
eight thousand nine hundred and fifty
farms used that practice in Ohio in 1951;
and may I say I am not going to read
all of them, but you will find the figures
I used in my testimony when I appeared
before the Appropriations Committee on
this item. You will find the information
at page 556 of part 5 of the hearings.

The second practice that has been
eliminated was applying phosphate.
There were 51,710 farms on which that
practice was carried out in 1951,

The third practice was applying pot-
ash and it was used on 43,493 farms,

Turning under green manure crops,
23,998 farms.

Seeding increased acreage of legumes
and grass, 3,643 farms,

Contour farming, intertilled crops,
553 farms.

Contour farming, close-sown crops,
553 farms.

Clearing land, 605 farms.

Mulching orchards, and so forth, 1,052
farms.

Fencing for protection of woodlands,
and so forth, 198 farms.

All of those items have been taken out
of the program being approved for this
year. So Irepeat that I am deeply con-
cerned about the present attitude of the
administration with reference to these
soil conservation programs. I think that
this is one of the most important pro-
grams of the Government. In this pro-
gram we do not give the farmer any-
thing; we merely tell him that if he will
spend $2 or $3 of his own money to pro=
tect the soil and its fertility, the Govern-
ment will spend $1 to help him out.

" Mr. COOLEY, Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?
© Mr. POLE, I yield.
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Mr. COOLEY. Even fhough certain
practices have been eliminated in the
gentleman'’s district and State, still this
program will be of vital interest to the
farmers of his State and will be very
helpful even without the practices he
spoke of. Is not that true?

Mr. POLK. May I say to the former
chairman of the legislative Committee
on Agriculture of the House, whom I
hold in very high esteem, that from the
fizures I have been able to assemble it
would appear that about 90 percent of
the total practices that were carried out
in Ohio in 1951 are eliminated—that is,
taking the total number of farms under
each practice—only about 10 percent of
the practices that were carried ouf in
1951 can be carried out under this pro-
gram. In other words, approximately 90
percent are being eliminated.

Mr. COOLEY. While that is entirely
true, the fact remains the farmers who
carried out these other practices in for-
mer years might carry out new practices
under the program that is now being of-
fered.

Mr. POLEK. It is possible that they
may, but as I tried to point out a minute
ago the program that was carried out in
1951 was a program that the farmers
worked out themselves. They picked out
these practices which they wished to

‘carry out on their farms. They wanted

to do these certain things on their land.
As a result of the farm committee pro-
gram they picked out the items that I
mention, the applying of lime, phosphate

-and potash and turning under green

manure. Those are the major ones.
They also had some of these other proj=
ects, especially waterways construction
and diversion and spreader ditches, the
construction of permanent open ditches,
and so forth, but only a very small num-
ber of the farmers were able or will=-
ing, may I say, to engage in that type
of practice. So I contend the present ad-
ministration is forcing the farmers to
take a program that they do not want.
Mr. COOLEY. May I suggest to the
gentleman, I come from the State of
North Carolina, a State that uses more
commercial fertilizer than any other
State in the Union. Naturally, North
Carolina farmers know something about
the value of using commercial fertilizer,
whereas in other sections of the country
fertilizer has not been used so exten-
sively. I want to suggest that this re-

liming program and the phosphate pro-

gram have brought considerable criti-
cism to the overall ACP program for the
reason it has been felt that the farmer
was imposing upon the Government be-
cause he was doing the same thing over
and over each year.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Ohio has expired.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield the gentleman 5 additional minutes,

Mr. POLE. Mr. Chairman, may I say
in answer to the gentleman from North
Carolina that I have not heard the crit-
icism he mentions from farmers in the
State of Ohio. We have had much una-
nimity of opinion in approval of the pro-
gram in Ohio. However, there is no
doubt but what in some parts of the
country it may not have worked satis-
factorily.
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Mr. MARSHALL. - Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. POLK. I yield to the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. MARSHALL. Of course, the
farmers have used the practice over and
over again, but they have not used it
over and over again in the same field
and the same spot. I think that is the
thing which has created a lot of con-
fusion. A lot of malicious gossip has
been spread about a fact that these
practices have been used over and over
again by the farmer, giving the impres-
sion that he is putting that fertilizer on
the fields over and over again, which
he is not doing. He goes to his field, he
puts lime on that field this year, he
-seeds it down to grass and legumes, then
he moves over to another portion of that
field or to another field the next year.
I see nothing absolutely wrong with that
practice.

Mr. COOLEY. I just want to make it
perfectly clear that I did not suggest
that there had been any abuse, but I
do suggest there has been a lot of eriti-
cism on the floor of the House, Wheth-
er that criticism was warranted or not,
I do not know. It certainly has not been
warranted so far as my own State is con-
cerned.

Mr. POLE. I would like to say that
the justification for the advanced au-
thorizations for the 1954 agricultural
conservation program by the last ad-
ministration seem to me to point up this
problem very well.

The budget estimates propose an au-
thorization for the 1954 agricultural con-
.servation program amounting to $250
million, the same amount authorized by
the Congress for the 1953 program.

May I say that at the proper time
tomorrow I shall seek recognition to of-
fer an amendment on page 31, line 14,
to increase the amount of ACP author-
ization to $250 million, the amount of
money available this year. I would like
to point out in that particular as the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WHIT-
TEN] said a little while ago, that is a
ceiling; that does not mean that that
much money will be spent unless the
farmers ask for it, but it does mean that
the money is available for them if they
can work out a cooperative soil conser-
vation program fitting into the Federal
scheme, I certainly hope that the mem-
bership of this House will see fit to in-
crease this appropriation to $250 mil-
lion, the amount that was available this
year.

I would like in that connection to
point out that the amounts appropri-
ated for the agricultural conservation
program for 5 of the last 6 years have
averaged slightly more than $264 mil-
lion annually.

In 1947 the appropriation was $300
million.

In 1948 it was reduced to $150 million.
i In 1949 it was increased to $262 mil-

on.

In 1950, to $285 million

In 1951 to $225 million.

Last year we raised it to $250 million.

I believe in the interest of a sound soil-
conservation program throughout the
Nation we should have at least the
amount that was available this ycar.
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For more than 100 years this Nation
used up its land faster than any other
nation in history. Nearly 50 million

acres of land which once had been cul-"

tivated—more than 1 in every 11 acres
of land once capable of growing crops—
had become unsuitable for cultivation.
Only about 100 million acres of land,
representing about 10 percent of the
land in the farms, was free from ero-
sion. Attention became focused upon
conservation as a national problem and
definite steps were taken to provide for
the preservation and conservation of the
Nation’s agricultural resources.

Under the agricultural conservation
program and the soil- and water-conser-
vation activities of local, State, and other
Federal agencies, extensive progress has
been made in reducing erosion and re-
building soil fertility. However, the Na-
tion is not yet close to balancing its con-
servation with needs. The Nation has
become aware that the concept of inex-
haustible resources is false and that the
amount of land available for production
is very definitely limited. Agricultural
resources must be protected and fertility
must be built up to safeguard the future
ability of the Nation’s farms to produce
enough to meet the growing requirements
of an increasing population.

Over the past 10 years the average in-
crease in population has been more than
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2 million persons a year. On the basis
of maintaining the 1950 level of diet,
farm, production, by 1975, would have
to be increased by at least 25 percent to
meet the normal needs. Most of this
increase must come from present acres
of cropland and pasture by increasing
yields per acre. To get the needed in-
crease, present acres must be built up
and losses of productive acres must be
checked. Improved varieties of seed,
more and better fertilizers, and mechani-
zation will all help to increase yields,
but, most important, the basic agricul-
tural resources must be used according
to their capabilities and treated accord-
ing to their needs.

Financial assistance is especially im-
portant for the permanent Jype practices
such as erosion control, drainage and
forestry which require a substantial out-
lay of cash and which do not result in im-
mediate cash returns. Although a
farmer may recognize the need for car-
rying out this type of practice, he is in-
fluenced by the fact that his interest in
the land is for a comparatively short
period of time. The interest of the Na-
tion, on the other hand, is for an in-
definite period of time, since its strength
and welfare depend upon the continued
productivity of the soil and water re-
sources.

Soil conservation practices carried out on Ohio farms under the agricultural conservation
program in 1951

PRACTICES WHICH BENSON ADMINISTRATION HAS ELIMINATED FROM 1954 ACP

Practice

on which

Extent of practice

Farms

cartiad Units

out

Acres

Unit of quantity Quantity

. Applying liming material. .. . .coo.o....
. Applying phosphate (20 percent P304

Applying potash (50 percent K40)
Turning under green manure crops. . =
Beeding increased acreage of legumes ‘and grasses 2y
Contour farming intertilled erops.
Contour farming close sown crops.
Clearingland. ... - occooeoaaan
Mulehing orchards, ete. . 1=
Fencing for protection of w oodlund P ¢ e

=

™

1, 183 184
80, 603

PRACTICES WHICH BENSON ADMINISTRATION HAB

Establishing sod waterways.__

Construeting diversion and s preader dltches, Lllkes.
and terraces.

3. Constructing permanent open drainage ditehes____

. Installing enclosed drains (tlle) ____________________

. Beeding pasture and 1

. Dams for livestock water. .o oeeccianaaaes

il o

. Developing springs and seeps. .. oo oo oooooomoaaao-
. Tree planting.______ =
. Improving stand of forest trees
. Contour striperopping._______
. Striperopping not on contour
. Constructing terraces

-
SO0 Stk

-

=
b

1, 780
139

moved.
42

1, 085
7
1,415
185
61 1,137

! Drained.
# Structures,

Mr. WHITTEN. M:. Chairman, I
have no more requests for time at the
moment,

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. Latrp]1?

Mr. WHITTEN. I am delighted to
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. LAIRD, Mr. Chairman, accord-
ing to the statements made by the gentle~

man from Ohio [Mr. PoLk] there seems
to be some confusion about the duties
and responsibilities of the present PMA
county committees. I should like to read
a statement by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture in regard to the responsibilities and
duties of the county committees in the
agricultural-conservation program and
the use he presently intends to make of
them in his administration of the pro-
gram. I quote the statement of Secre-
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tary Benson, appearing in our hearings
at page 901:

You may be assured that I am aware of the
splendid contribution PMA county and com-
munity committees have made to agriculture
and that we intend to make the best possible

.use of these farmer-elected committees in
administering farm programs.

I have recently revised the regulations gov-
erning PMA county and community com-
mittees. In the revised regulations we made
it abundantly clear that these committees
will have local responsibility for the agricul-
tural-conservation program.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. CUNNINGHAM].

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman,
T desire to speak about that branch of
the soil conservation program that builds
up the land by keeping the rain drops
where they fall, which increases the fer-
tility and productivity of the land.

In my State of Iowa each year many
plowing contests or plowing matches are
held. Some are county matches, some
State matches. A number of times we
have had the national plowing contests
held in the State, where the national
level-land-plowing champion was se-
lected, as well as the national contour-
plowing champion.

I should like to take you with me in
your minds to a farm in Iowa where one
of these plowing contests is held. In the
first place, the committee in charge se-
lects the farm and arranges with its
owner for the use of it for 1 day. All
the owner supplies is the use of the land
and permission for the people to roam
over it. He also furnishes some of the
machinery necessary to do the work.

During that 1 day the entire face
of the farm is lifted. As one of our
best editors, Mr. Don Berry, of Indianola,
Iowa, who has spent almost a lifetime
in the study of soil conservation, told
me a few years ago, when the face of a
120-acre farm is lifted in one day’s time
at one of these plowing contests it adds
40 acres in value to the farm, or 335
percent. I am sure that the future will
bear out those figures.

Just what happens in one day of these
contests? In the first place, the farmers
are taught by demonstration how to plow
around a hill, contour plowing. Do you
realize that many of our best farmers
have prided themselves for many years
on their ability to plow a straight fur-
row, that if they start plowing around
a hill or a slope they will end up going
straight up and down it, and each fur-
row becomes a conduit to carry the soil
down to the creeks, and then to the
rivers, and then to the oceans? There-
fore, they teach them to plow around
by marking out with limestone markers
lines around the hill. But first they
show them the advisability of not plow-
ing the top of a hill but leaving it to sod.
About a third or half way down the hill
they leave another strip of sod; and if
it is a long slope, still another one before
they get to the foot of a hill.

About every 10 rods in the plowed part
they will throw 2 or 3 furrows together
to make a breaker for the purpose
of holding the water. The farmers
see that. They learn the advantage of
it. Next year they have the privilege
of coming back and seeing the results
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in inereased productivity on those hills
that have been put under the contour
plan, Next, they fill up the gullies and
the ditches and seed them over. Also,
they fill them up in such a manner with
straw and trees that they will not wash
out again. Sometimes tubes are put in
underneath to drain off the water. Then
with bulldozers and shovels they dig out
a pond or a place for a pond or a lake,
and when that fills up the farmer stocks
it with fish. In 2 years after one of those
ponds has been stocked with the right
kind of fish, they can get 1%~ and 2-
pound crappies and bass in addition to
holding all that water on the land and
preventing it being washed into the
streams and eventually into the ocean.
Also at these plowing matches, the farm-
er is taught the use of fertilizers of all
kinds, including limestone and how best
to apply it to the soil. In addition, he
is taught the value of the rotation of
crops as well as many other things,

Mr. Chairman, in the time left to me
I want to compare the value of that and
what it does for the building up of our
soil and preserving it with some of the
things that have been proposed and are
going on in certain parts of the land that
take valuable soil out of production. I
mean the building of dams in those parts
of our country where dams are not nec-
essary for reclamation purposes as they
are in the Western States where they
have deserts and they build a dam to
provide water for irrigation purposes,
which actually brings to the American
people more land to produce more for
their benefit. But to build a dam in the
Mississippi Valley basin where irriga-
tion is not necessary is only to take out
of production and off of the tax rolls
hundreds of thousands of acres of the
most valuable land in the United States.
I am not opposed to the building of dams
for the prevention of floods and protec-
tion against floods, but I do say the
building of dams without first doing
everything we can to preserve the soil
by keeping the raindrops where they
fall is putting the cart before the horse.
You know on the Mississippi River be-
tween Keokuk and St. Paul, there are
more than 14 sets of dams and locks.
They have been there for years.

A year ago last month in coming back
to Washington from Iowa, I had to cross
the Mississippi River. - I could not cross
at Davenport. ' I drove down to Musca-
tine and I got across, but 2 hours later
on that day I would not have been able
to cross there because of the floods. Do
dams prevent the floods? No; they do
not. Once the water gets off the soil
into the stream and into the rivers, we
have floods just the same. A few years
ago I had the privilege of serving on the
Committee on Public Works, and at one
of its sessions one day, many of the
Army engineers came up. I questioned
one of them. Finally, he admitted that
if every farm that drains into the Missis-
sippi River or into the Missouri River was
put under the soil-conservation program,
as I have demonstrated here, and as it
is demonstrated at the plowing contests,
50 percent of the water which now goes
into the rivers would remain on the soil
where the raindrops fall. My next ques-
tion was how often then would we have
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a devastating flood such as we had in
1947 if every farm were put under this
plan? He said not more than once in
every 75 years. First, we should do
everything to build up and increase and
even appropriate more money for the
kind of soil conservation that increases
the fertility of the soil and preserves it
for the future, and also prevents the
taking of valuable land out of production
and putting it under water instead of
taking it out from under water and put-
ting it under production. In those
States of our Nation where it is necessary
to build the dams to get the water for
irrigation purposes, let us build them—
build for the future. I greatly appre-
ciated the statement made by the chair-
man of the subcommittee, the gentle=
man from Minnesota [Mr. H. CARL
ANDERSEN], when he said two things were
necessary, namely, to preserve valuable
soil that we have by building it up and
also to reclaim the nonproductive soil
we now have and make it productive.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
chairman of the subcommittee if, in his
opinion, this appropriation bill in any
way decreases the amount of money ap-
propriated for the building up of our
soil such as is practiced at our plowing
contests.

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. My answer
to the gentleman on that specific ques-
tion would be that if this bill goes
through, as proposed, we will have as
good a program for the preservation
of our soil as it is possible to get through
the Congress today.

In addition, I might state to the gen-
tleman that the pilot-plant operation we
have proposed in this bill for the upper
watersheds is a distinct step forward,
and along the line that the gentleman
advocates.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Do I under-
stand from the gentleman’s statenrent,
for which I thank him, that this upper
watershed proposal in this bill, for which
there is $5 million set aside, will
tend to keep the water in the tributaries
and streams up on the farms, and keep
it from going down to the rivers where
it washes the soil away?

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. We hope
that the suggested pilot-plant program
will prove the advisability of doing just
what you propose.

Mr, CUNNINGHAM. Ithank the gen-
tleman, and I congratulate him, as well
as the members of his comnrittee, for
bringing out this bill,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Iowa has expired.

Mr., WHITTEN. Mr, Chairman, I
yield the gentleman 3 additional
minutes.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I yield to the
gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. JENSEN, I want to congratulate
the gentlemran from the State of Iowa
for the fine speech he has just made,
explaining how the plowing contest was
carried on, and in helping the farmers
learn and see what value there is in con=-
touring and all the practices which the
Soil Conservation Service recommends.
The gentleman has made a very fine
presentation. Of course, we in Iows are
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very proud of the fact that the farmers

in Towa have done a wonderful job in

the preservation of the soil, but still
. there is a great deal to be done.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I wish to thank
my colleague from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN],
who has taken a great interest in the
preservation of our valuable soil at
home, and emphasizes the old saying,
“There is no substitute for knowledge.”
The demonstrations put on at these plow-
ing contests give knowledge to the
farmer that he needs to preserve his own
soil,

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I yield.

Mr, MILLER of Kansas. I am won=-
dering why there seems to be so much
difference between the statement of the
Army engineers with regard to what
effect upstream soil conservation prac-
tices have with regard to flood preven-
tion. I believe you say they told you it
might result in a 50-percent increase.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Yes. That was
the testimony of the witness before the
Public Works Committee several years
ago when I personally interrogated him.
It was like pulling teeth to get him to
admit it because he was favoring the
building of dams for power purposes
more than for flood control. But after
some discussion he did finally admit to
me that if every farm in the Mississippi
Valley Basin was put under the soil-
conservation contour system, as is pro-
vided by Congress—an educational pro-
gram—that 50 percent of the water that
is going into the streams will be held on
the land where the raindrops fall. My
next question after that was if we did
that how often would we have a devas-
tating flood like we had in 1947, and he
said not more than once in 75 years. I
do not see any conflict in his testimony
at all. It was a question of building up
the land and then, after that is accom-
plished, building what dams are neces-
sary. If the soil is not built up and is
permitted to wash into the streams, it
is gone just as much as if it was washed
into the Gulf of Mexico. The thing
to do is do the first thing first and
the next thing next.

Mr. WHITTEN. I join in the state-
ment made by my colleagues on that side
of the aisle. Friends of America and
American agriculture know no dividing
line when it comes to soil conservation.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. That is correct.

Mr. WHITTEN. I do want to say that
I want it clearly understood that what
is in this bill on flood prevention does
not attempt to resolve this major differ-
ence that exists between the Soil Con-
servation Service and the Corps of Engi-
neers and between the Agriculture Com-
mittee and the Committee on Public
Works. I have my own views about
that, but this is merely an effort to use
the authority of the Department to do
a very necessary work on a pilot-scale
basis and thereby prove the value of this
approach to it. I want it understood
because we do not want to lose a very
major effort, as I see it, which has great
potentialities for the future benefit of
the country. Let us hope it is under-
stood because it might be taken that we
were tryicg through this means to re-
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solve a difficulty that we all know does
exist, :

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I thank the
gentleman, and my position is exactly
the same as his. I am not against the
building of dams to prevent floods and
devastation to save our people, but I do
say that the most important thing is to
keep the raindrops where they fall; then
we will know better what can be accom-
plished.

Mr. WHITTEN. I did not mean to
get the gentleman into that side of the
question, but we do not want to lose this
effort here because someone might mis-
understand and think that in trying to
deal with this question we are trying to
settle something else.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. No; we do not
want to lose sight of the value of lime-
stone. It is very valuable.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EKinGl.

Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I speak about this bill as a
farmer, and I would like to state in a
few words, in the short time I have, what
I think the basic farmer-interest is in
this matter.

In my honest opinion the reason that
the farmers have been comparatively
poor in our economy over all these years
is that the farmers, by reason of over-
production, have necessarily had a poor
bargaining position in a free economy.
In this country agriculture is rapidly ap-
proaching the stage where it is out-
side of a free economy. A great many
people are free enterprisers until it
comes to farming, and then they think
the Government should take a hand and
furnish aid from tax money to promote
production, when as a matter of fact the
farmer is looking forward to that day
when profits will be the incentive for
production. He will always produce just
as much with that incentive as this coun-
try can possibly eat.

We have learned from the previous
speakers about the great hunger of the
world and the impending growth of our
own population requiring millions of
extra acres, yet there are thousands of
farmers back in the country hoping for
the quick arrival of the day when de-
mand will equal the supply they produce.

We certainly must recognize today
that we have overproduction; in fact,
this country is almost choking with food,
and the Government does not know what
to do with all it holds, all of which hangs
over the free market like a weight wait-
ing to cut off the head of any speculator
who might offer a little more money for
it.

This program of the Government en-
couraging overpromotion of agricul-
ture has gone on in this country for 50
to 75 years on a nonpartisan basis, all
because this Government, mainly here
in Washington, felt that it was either
good policy or good politics to give the
farmer more and more. Today we are
discussing an appropriation bill which
gives him in an item or two more than
he wants, more than he is entitled to in
the interest of the consumers, the tax-
payers, or even himself, and I think I
can speak in behalf of a host of farmers
who by their own ingenuity and hard
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work have established themselves as ef-
ficient operators in the production of
food.

The whole theory of the Government
has been one of protective charity but
actually the result has been overproduc-
tion, so that the market prices never
seem to quite cover the farmers’ expenses
without all of this Government aid. The
sooner the population increases in this
country so that supplies are a little short,
the better it will be for the farmer be-
cause then he will be in a position where

2 can get higher prices.

I believe in real conservation. We
have a longtime interest in the future,
and, as I said, I believe in real conserva-
tion, but there is a lot in this so-called
conservation program that is phony
when it comes to real conservation. First
you must remember that nothing uses
up our soil reserves quite so fast as use in
the growing of crops. Less use in crop
production is real conservation. Then
on top of that, the Government sup-
plies free chemicals to put into the soil
for growing more and more crops. Some
of these practices are perhaps in the
interest of the longtime future, but a
great many of them are strictly in the
interest of current year’s operation.

We find the Government spending
some $69 million for lime and other ma-
terials. Incidentally, I think as a farm
operator I use perhaps more lime than
any other individual farm operator in
the East. The Government has helped
me to pay for a lot of it in the past.
When it is applied to annual practices it
is an absolute travesty upon justice, an
absolute detriment to the farmer in the
long run in that it pays him a part of
current operating expenses and thereby
inereases the surplus. There is no more
reason for doing that than to pay the
rent for the corner grocery storekeeper.

Mr, Benson came to this committee
and said he could get along with $140
million instead of $195 million, which
was projected for 1954. Of course, he
can. It will be very easy because in
1953 we propose to spend $82 million for
lime, phosphate, and other minerals,
whereas he proposes only $24 million, a
reduction reasonably accomplished by
simply stopping the free gift of materials
which contribute nothing to conserva-
tion.

Where does he get it? Nineteen mil-
lion dollars is currently being supplied to
farmers for the growing of cover crops
on an annual basis. I plant a lot of rye
in the winter-time and cover crops in the
summer, all using lime, then I plow them
down and use the humus in the produc-
tion of other crobps. That just becomes
a current part of my operation. Nine-
teen million dollars is being given away
this year just for lime and fertilizers for
green manure and annual cover crops.
Eleven million dellars more is being
given away strictly for pastures.

What are pastures? Pastures are not
necessarily soil conservation. It depends
on how they are grazed. Certainly the
purpose of fertilizing and liming pastures
is mainly for the production of food for
beef.

In my estimation, the whole reduction
of $55 million could be made by stopping
these heavy payments for practices
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which have no real relation to permanent
conservation,

I want to point out a few other ridicu-
lous practices that exist over the country.
There is the protecting of summer fallow,
which takes $5 million. Summer fal-
low, as you know, is that practice which
denudes the land of all its summertime
growth and holds it so that it will catch
more rain so as to build up the soil
moisture and improve the later crop.
But, under summer fallowing land is
fully exposed to erosion, so they list fur-
rows in it at Government expense.

Subsoiling, that means digging the soil
deep, $1,200,000.

Deep plowing sandy soil, $900,000.
There is not one of those practices which
is in line with soil conservation.

Estimated portion of reseeding pas-
tures that have previously been seeded,
$16 million.

Fencing to protect wood lots, $1 mil-
lion.

Building stock trails, $61,000.

Weed control by tillage, $1 million.

Weed control by chemicals, $1 million.

Seeding hay crops, $500,000.

We pay one farmer under this pro-
gram for clearing land for putting in
crops; then we pay another farmer for
reforestation. Clearing land is not con-
servation. In fact, the best way to save
our land for the next generation is stop
farming it until it is needed. There is
nothing better than weeds and natural
cover to conserve the land.

Overproduction is the worst form of
waste of soil resources.

This agriculture conservation program
could be logically cut by 100 million.
Surely we can get along on the 140 mil-
lion asked by the Department.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield such time as he may desire
to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr.
HiLLl.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I want to
congratulate the members of the com-
mittee on both sides of the aisle for the
fine work they have done in providing
us with this, shall I say, straightforward
and forthright approach to the problems
of agriculture. I have always felt that
this committee is more than a committee
on appropriations, because in many ways
it lays the groundwork for the agricul-
tural programs that will be really and
truly promoted to help the farmers in
the coming year.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to use the remaining portion of my
time to speak out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Colorado?

There was no objection,

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, as chair-
man of the Select Committee on Small
Business I wish to discuss this afternoon
the tragic and desperate plight now

presently existing in the mining indus-"

try, and I especially wish to direct at-
tention to the conditions that now exist
in the lead and zinc operations. Our
committee held hearings in four differ-
ent localities in the West, where more
than 60 percent of the lead and zinc
mine operators are engaged in producing
these ores. There were many mine op-
erators representing small, middle-sized,
and large operations who appeared be-
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fore our committee. And in these hear-
ings we covered the mining areas in the
States of Colorado, California, Oregon,
Washington, Idaho, Utah, Montana, Ne-
vada, New Mexico, Arizona, and the tri-
State district of Oklahoma, Kansas, and
Missouri.

The tragic story of the destruction of
our metal mines was told by these lead
and zine producers, and I repeat again
the small producers, the large producers,
and the miners themselves fresh from
the work stoops, labor-union represent-
atives, and mine owners employing 10
to 30 men and up to as many as 600. We
collected the opinions and the sugges-
tions of a cross section of the mineral
producers of the entire West.

Top executives of large mining organi-
zations—union executives—appeared be-
fore us and told us that something had
to be done if production was to continue.
Chamber of commerce representatives
and industrial leaders came before us
and added their advice and suggestions,

Mr. Chairman, I shall include in my
remarks excerpts from the testimony
taken from these hearings and I know
it will shock the Members of this House
to learn of the tragic plight and the
certain destruction of our lead-zine do-
mestic mining industry. Small-business
operators, every one of them, now are
standing on the very brink of total
eclipse. Mr. Chairman, I became firmly
convinced after hearing the statements
of these actual miners and operators that
only through quick and affirmative ac-
tion by this Congress passing legislation,
such as proposed by the sections 324,
325, and 326 of the Simpson bill, can
we in my opinion save the lead and zine
industry. Otherwise, it will be elim-
inated from our economy.

Mr., Chairman, this is no time for
political quibbling or political wrestling
for advantage. No, I am certain we
should lay aside every political aspect
or approach to this question and ap-
proach it through and on a nonpartisan
basis, and pass whatever legislation
which in our judgment and our con-
sidered opinion seems necessary to stem
this certain movement toward the crisis
and the end of the domestic mining
industry.

What if this legislation now before us
does not immediately solve all our trou=-
bles? It does mcke an attempt in the
right direction and should prevent the
complete closing down of the lead and
zine industry. We may be able later to
propose and pass legislation more to our
liking than the particular bill we are now
considering, but in my own mind I am
certain we cannot delay longer. Action
on the sections of the Simpson bill pro-
posing a sliding scale tax on imported
lead and zine up to and including a price
of 151 cents per pound should be en-
acted into law with the greatest dis-
patch possible.

Let me quote from the testimony given
by Robert S. Palmer, of Denver, Colo.,
executive vice president of the Colorado
Mining Association at the Denver hear-
ings. Mr. Palmer had this to say about
the Simpson bill, and I quote:

The Simpson bill is designed in substance
to save the industry from destruction in
providing for a sliding-scale stabilization
import tax on lead and zinc. It proposes to

5169

maintaln the American standard of living
within the mining regions of the Nation.
A base price on lead and zinc upon which
the tax is to be determined is fixed at 1514
cents, adjusted periodically by the Bureau
of Labor Statistics index on primary market
prices for other than farm and food., It
amounts to 1 cent plus 1 cent per pound
for each 1 cent the market price is below
the base price. For ores and concentrates
imported into the country the tax would
apply in a similar manner but in an amount
of seven-tenths of a cent per pound for lead
content and six-tenths of a cent for zinc
content.

Continuing to quote Mr. Palmer:

The preservation of our domestic mining
industry is purely that of self-interest. It
involves the economy of our people here in
the West, and in the various mining regions
of the Nation. Mining is a basic industry.
The operators of mines produce new wealth.
They maintain the economies of many sec-
tions of the Nation. The railroads, the
trucking lines, the power companies, and
other utilities depend largely upon the min=
ing industry for revenue. The retall mer-
chants, the farmers, the ranchers, and all
those who supply the miners, including the
manufacturers, are affected when mines go
down. Professional men, schoolteachers, and
others all have a genuine interest in the
welfare of the mining industry. It there-
fore seems proper that those who represent
the mining industry should present a case
to the Small Business Committee purely on
the basis of self-interest.

The idea that a mine can be reopened
overnight is absolutely beyond the realm
of reason. There are those who have
been proposing that we store our min-
erals in the ground, or just leave them
where they are so we can get them imme-
diately if needed. But this is impracti=
cal, for in the first place it is a well=
known fact that in a great many areas
underground pressure and movement
takes place which destroys the tunnels,
the shafts, and the working places. It
would be very expensive to maintain the
runways keep the machinery in shape,
and underground waterflows would have
to be kept pumped out and away from
the machinery. Flooding and caving
would take place and this would involve
tremendous, continuous expenses.

An active, healthy, going mining in-
dustry is the best conservation of Amer=
ican mineral resources, This provides
for the recovery—yes—a more efficient
recovery of the natural resources of our
country. It prevents losses of the re-
serves which otherwise would occur, and
makes them available for quick usage
when they are stockpiled on the surface,
usage which can be taken advantage of
if America should be attacked or war
should threaten. This is a sensible and
a sane approach to this question and I
am sure is worth more than any theory
that can be developed about what we
should do with our natural resources.

Is it wise to place the safety and secu=-
rity of our Nation on the mere possibility
of acquiring strategic minerals from for-
eign nations? No, my friends, there is a
first-class hazard involved here, This is
a chance, in my opinion, which we can=
not afford to take. We should not jeop-
ardize the safety and security of our Na-
tion by relying on the possibility of secu=
ring strategic materials when war be-
gins. Recently the Bolivian Government
was overthrown and the tin mines were
seized, Now that could happen to any
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foreign country where we might be pro-
curing lead or zine, and within a few
days we might find it impossible to ob-
tain any ore. In addition, the fact re-
mains that in a real hot war submarines
would undoubtedly sink any ships that
tried to bring ore across the ocean. And
further, with airplanes as thick as they
would be, it would not be safe to try to
transport ore from one nation to an-
other, or even the metal itself in a re-
fined form. No, my friends, we just dare
not place our whole country in jeopardy
by depending on foreign sources for
strategic minerals.

To give you an illustration of what has
been going on in New Mexico, the testi-
mony showed that in one small com-
munity 1,200 men were employed in 1952
and by the first of May in 1943 only 300
men were employed in mining. Mining
payrolls have been reduced in the first 4
months of 1953 by at least 25 percent. In
normal times the western part of the
United States produces two-thirds of all
the zinc and lead used in our country.
From December 1951 to October 1952 the
imports of lead and zinc increased 70 per-
cent. You can understand what I am
talking about when I tell you that the
small-mine operators of the West are
certain that imports are causing the de-
cline in lead and zinc prices.

And from other testimony given to our
committee I learned that if present con-
ditions force the closing of the major
portion of the domestic lead-zinc mines,
then it is but logical to assume that the
smelters and refiners will also be forced
to close.

With the smelters and the refineries
closed, the miners will be unable to sell
the ore, to market the ore in its proper
form. Consequently every mine will be
shut down, and along with them many
of the mills which have been milling
the ore for small independent mines.
With the larger mills closing down there
is no possibility of the small miners be-
ing able to continue operation.

Foreign producing nations do not have
the smelting and refining capacity to
treat the additional ores that would be
necessary if our zinc and lead mines were
closed. They may have the facilities to
smelt and refine the production that
they have now for their own markets at
home, but with the great increase in
the -ore that we would need they would
not have the mill nor the smelter ca-
pacity to handle it. This means that
we, the American taxpayers, would be
paying, after our mines were closed
down, much higher prices for our lead
and zinc to enable foreign producers to
expand their operations and build ex-
tensions to their plants to supply the
necessary metals for our requirements.
Again I say that this would bring about
a most disastrous condition which would
jeopardize our very life should war
arise.

Mr. Chairman, another interesting
matter was brought to our attention
and that was the wages which are paid
to the men who are mining in foreign
countries. We were told by competent
authorities that the guantity of ore
mined per man in many of these coun-
tries is just about as high per man per
hour or per day as it is in this country,
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especially if the mine is properly
equipped,

Here are some of the daily wages: In
this country, for example, Utah pays an
average wage of $15.92 per day. The
testimony showed that the average for
the United States was from $12 to $15
per day.

Canada also pays high wages of from
$12 to $15 per day. Other countries:
Morocco pays $1.50 per day; Peru, $0.50
to $2 per day; Guatemala, $1.50 per day;
Germany, $1.35 per day.

I shall include in the REecorp the
United States mine production on lead
and zine imports from 1930 until 1952.
Let me just give you a few of the figures
and then place the charts in the Recorp.
In 1939 the average price of lead was
£.05 cents. That is the price per pound.
The United States mine production was
414,000 short tons. The imports were
86,800 short tons, The production per-
centage of imports was 21 percent, and
dropped in 1933 to 2.8 percent of our
average domestic consumption. By 1940,
and during the war, the imports in-
creased. We find that in 1952 lead had
reached a price of 16.47 cents per pound.
That is the average domestic price.
And we produced in the United States
375,000 short tons. But the imports
were 637,000 short tons or 169 percent
of our domestic production. In 1949,
domestic production and foreign imports
balanced. Zinc production paralleled
that of lead. In 1939, zinc was worth
5.11 cents and we mined 583,000 short
tons, but we imported 67,000, or about
111 percent of our consumption. The
price of lead was 8!5 cents per pound.
We produced 614,000 short tons, and
imported 479,000, or 77.94 percent. Then
in 1952 the imports of lead were 85 per-
cent or only 15 percent less than our
total domestic production.

If you study these tables you will
realize what we mean when we say that
something must be done to prevent the
dumping of lead and zinc on our domes-
tic market when prices are favorable.

This is the first time in the history of
the lead and zinc industry that both the
large and small producers of lead and
zinc have unanimously agreed on legis-
lation they think should be passed to
save the industry from ruin.

Let me quote again from testimony
given to our committee by the manager
of a lead-producing firm in the State
of Utah, he said:

During a few months of 1852 the price
of lead and zinc Yell 33 percent, which means

over a 60 percent drop in our net returns.
We are told that this enormous drop was

brought about in this way. We gave Eng- -

land millions of dollars in order to help
her economy; we gave other foreign coun-
tries many millions in order to help de-
velop their mines through direct grants and
long-term loans. England buys lead and
zinc for her stockpile until she has a huge
supply on hand. Then suddenly England
needs dollars so she sells her lead-zinc stock-
pile to us which knocks the bottom out of
prices. We really got this metal cheap.
We paid to have it produced, we gave Eng-
land money to buy it, and then we bought
it back from England. We paid for it
three times. -

At the present time zine is gquoted at 11
cents per pound. It costs us 8 cents per
pound to market zinc which leaves 3 cents
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per pound to pay for the mining and milling
costs of zinc ore., For example if crude ore
runs 10 cents per 10 percent zinc you would
have 200 pounds of zinc in a ton of ore.
Milling will lose 20 pounds of this so that
a ton of this ore is worth $5.40 after it
is mined and milled. It costs around 86
a ton to mill this ore and $10 per ton to
mine it. In other words, we would lose
money on this ore if it were already mined
and all we had to do was to mill it..

And so the testimony goes, Mr. Chair=-
man. The meeting at Spokane, Wash.,
followed the same pattern as the other
meetings. Testimony in Spokane
showed that our Nation consumes about
half the world’s lead supply, but our
production is only one-third of that re-
quirement. The balance of the need
must be supplied from scrap and foreign
imports.

Our country consumes 45 percent of
the world’s supply of zine and produces
two-thirds of our consumption. This
testimony was given to us by Henry L.
Day, of the Idaho Mining Association.

I think the testimony given by the
representatives from the Coeur d’'Alene
district of northern Idaho was the most
striking and impressive of any testimony
we received. From this section of the
country we received a petition signed by
more than 5,000. Employment in this
area declined by 600 men in the past 6
months. This was directly attributable
to falling lead and zinc prices. In the
case of his own company, the Day Mines
Co., he said their organization was typi-
cal of what was going on in small and
medium sized operations. He stated that
lead output was the best it had been in
recent years. His employment has va-
ried in the last 10 or 12 years from 400
to 600. Today, his testimony showed, he
was employing about 270 men and had
difficulty preserving even that many
men'’s positions in the company. Since
last fall his lead output is off one-tenth
and the zine output is down one-half.

I would like to quote directly from the
testimony given by one of the Idaho mine
witnesses:

How many are aware that the Federal Gov=
ernment during World War II was forced to
furlough nearly 10,000 soldiers to the nonfer-
rous metal mines? Yet this was the case.
The importance of operating mines, large
and small, even on a part-time basis, cannot
be overestimated. The great majority of lo-
cal mines must operate continuously or not
at all. They are not like a water faucet, to
be turned off or on at will. Mines must be
maintained continuously, as they cannot be
placed in mothballs like a battleship for
use in an emergency. Trained workers, or
more exactly, an experienced nucleus, must
be available in time of national emergency

even to expand the output of Enown ore
bodies.

Mr. Chairman, this is real testimony.
This is information directly from men
who are in the front lines who know what
the mining industry is suffering. They
sknow how it operates and they know
what the effects are going to be if we
allow this industry to pass out of our
economic picture, which personally I am
convirced is going to happen unless this
Congress takes immediate and direct ac-
tion on this problem.

The chief sources from where our lead
and zinc are being imported are: Aus-
tralia, Bolivia, Peru, Spain, Yugoslavia,
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Union of South Africa, Mexico, and
Canada.

Each country importing lead and zinc
may require a special kind of reciprocal-
trade agreement. Time and great care
should be used in arriving at a plan suit-
able and acceptable to the various coun-
tries. But while this attempt is being
made we should pass the Simpson bill
to stem this tide of certain destruction
of our lead and zine production.

Let me give you testimony from a wit-
ness to show you some of the foolish con-
tracts we have entered into in the last
few years. I read from a witness' testi=
mony at Spokane:

Defense Materials Procurement Agency has
contracted for lead from Guatemala over a
71;-year period at prices from 17 to 20
cents.

Mark you, I am reading from the
record.

They contracted for zinc from Mexico and
Peru over a 5-year period for a price of 1615
cents up to 171, cents.

This same witness continued:

Canada favors its mining economy with a
very attractive tax structure and prudent cli-
mate for investors in mining adventures.

I frankly confess that as far as I am
concerned I have always felt that our
mining industry has been neglected by
those who were trying to develop great
industries in other countries.

From Missouri, Kansas, ana Oklahoma
we had the same testimony. It followed
the same line as the testimony we re-
ceived from other sections, including:
Idaho, California, Utah, Colorado, Ari-
zona, and New Mexico.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to place
in the REcorb, as part of my address, ex-
cerpts from a paper prepared for me by
the Library of Congress on the economic
problems confronting small mines, and
I would like to call to your attention some
tables, or charts, in this report:

Over the last few years, an increased
number of electrolytic zinc refineries and
improvements in metallurgy have brought
zinc more and more into the position of an
important source of income for small mines.
In fact, many smail mines, formerly aban-
doned, can, under a stable and modern price
for-zinc, be rehabilitated as zinc-silver mines
long after they have lost their value as lead-
sllver mines. But even with these effectively
cared for, the miners are still confronted
with technical problems of great difficulty
since the amount of zinc must be several
percent higher in an ore than would make
it economical to handle as a lead ore.

The lead-zinc-silver ores, because of their
generally small volume and widely variable
richness are usually outside the category of
big business.

Provisions have been made in the Federal
program for gathering of statistics on min-
eral production, monthly prices, imports,
stocks of metals on hand, and other data
which are all assembled and reported by
the Statistics and Economics Branch of the
United States Bureau of Mine, the official
data-gathering agency in the mineral field
for the Federal Government. Such data as-
sembled by the Bureau of Mines are gen=
erally accepted by the industry and Gov-
ernment agencies as being reliable.

From the point of view of the small-mine
operator, these data are only the beginning
point for the type of complicated analysis
and appraisal he would like to have to explain
what is affecting the prices and supplies of
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the metals he produces and all the various
forces affecting his operations. Appropriate
policies and programs to remedy difficulties
should be founded on facts and thorough
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Mazximum benefit that can be gained by the
most favorable outcome of action under
the escape clause

studies but these are not made. T
No agency in the Federal Government has mm:’;);a_ Gain over
been designated as being responsible for tak- Present duty (*gp Ngsttlﬂz
ing these basic statistical data collected by Newduty] U9
the Bureau of Mines and making economic
studies and interpretations in understand- e Cenls Cents
able terms that would be available to the Leadores,ete . .| 0.75(34) . ___._ 1.8 1.05
small-mine operator. A clear-cut explana- }fﬂd buliion, ete. 2.55 1. 4875
tion of the various economic and other Zin¢ores: elt. .- g:g E?{:} Saeeas o e
forces affecting their industry would be gen- ete, i W e
erally acceptable.
Zine: United States mine produciion and imporls
[In short tons]
United States| Imports in
Average do- Total im-
Year mestic price mlucu%r:du& ports pm:louz‘x
Cents per
Bection 1: pound
1930. . 4. 56 505, 425 2,612 0.4
1631 3.64 410, 318 1, 054 « 26
1932 2.88 285, 231 2,214 .78
1933. 4.03 384, 280 3,970 104
1034 _. LT R AT TR T 4. 16 438, 726 16, 002 3. 65
1035 e e N O LA R A 4.33 517, 903 14, 964 2.80
1936 il 4. 90 5675, 574 11,832 2.03
1937 o 6. 52 626, 362 46, 020 7.35
B A e B A s e e e e o S T 4.61 516, 703 25, 813 5. 00
1939, 611 583, 807 66, 11. 48
Section 2:
1640 6. 34 665, 106, 788 2. 59
1041 - T7.47 749, 125 194, 808 26.00
1942 i 8.25 708, 025 319, 519 41. G0
Pl R e R S = 8.25 744, 196 570, T26 76. 60
L R e R U S T S e i 8.25 718, 642 486, 325 67. 67
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1951 S 18. 672, 520 390, 440 58, 06
1952. 16.22 661, 023 565, 020 85. 48
Sources: U, 8. Bureau of Mines and American Bureau of Metal Statistics,
Lead: Uniled Stales mine production and imports
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b mestic price | ™2PIAUC | porta | BETRALOY
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IMBO: = mosia o e 4. 06 331, 100 24, 000 7.2
14936, 4.71 372, 500 23, 600 6.3
L T B A T SR AT Pl R S S 6.01 464, 900 40, 900 B8
1938 HL 4.74 369, 700 3, 900 17.3
o 1 gdtl 5,056 414, 000 86, 800 21.0
. 2:
1640 b5.18 457, 400 282, 500 6.8
5.79 461, 400 381, 200 82.6
6,48 496, 200 402, 500 9.3
6, 50 453, 300 319, 100 70. 4
6. 50 416, 9500 , 700 7.7
6. 60 390, 800 , 300 76.8
8.11 335, 500 159, 300 47.5
14.67 384, 200 , 800 50.3
18.04 386, 900 347, 100 89.7
15. 36 404, 000 , 500 8.9
13.30 430, 800 641, 900 1237
17. 49 390, 400 257, 900 645, 5
16. 47 375, 000 637, 000 169.9

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, we have no further requests for
time.

Mr. WHITTEN. We have no further
requests for time, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read down to and including
line 6, page 1, of the bill.

Mr, H. CARL ANDERSEN. MTr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do now
rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. McCurrocH, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State
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of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H. R. 5227) making appropria-
tions for the Department of Agriculture
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1954,
and for other purposes, had come to no
resolution thereon.

AMENDING RULES OF THE HOUSE

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
CoLE] be given permission to extend his
remarks at this point in the REcorb.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker,
today I am introducing a House resolu-
tion which would amend the rules of the
House, so that three members of the
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy—to
be appointed by the Speaker—would sit
as ex officio members of the House Com-
mittee on Appropriations at times when
atomic energy appropriation bills are
under consideration.

If this resolution is adopted, it will
make the practice in the House conform
with the practice in the Senate. A little
more than 2 years ago the rules of the
Senate were altered so as to permit 3
members from the Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy fo sit as ex officio mem-
bers of the Senate Committee on Appro-
priations when atomic energy matters
are being considered.

I suggest to the House that this Sen-
ate practice is sound and responsible
and that it contributes to wise deci-
sions—since atomic energy matters are
so complex that joint committee mem-
bers, who alone have the opportunity of
studying such maftters the year around,
are able to bring added perspective as a
supplement to the able judgments of the
Appropriations Committee members.

There is another unusual factor here
which I should like to stress. The Joint
Committee on Atomic Energy does not
have what might be called authorizing
jurisdiction. In other words, the joint
committee does not under present law
have the duty and the authority to re-
port out enabling legislation for each
major new atomic project which is to be
undertaken.

I stress this point because the Armed
Services Committees do have such au-
thority in their field. They do have the
duty and the authority to report out
enabling legislation for each new mili-
tary project. Thus, the position of the
Jjoint committee in this respect differs
markedly from the position of the
Armed Services Committees.

Accordingly, on April 15, 1953, I wrote
the distinguished chairman of the House
Committee on Appropriations, in part,
as follows:

It was the thought of my colleagues on the
House side [of the joint committee] that
you might see fit to arrange informally for
three of us to sit with your committee and
Mr. PHILLIPS' subcommittee when atomic
energy appropriations are up for dis-
cussion.

Sinece the joint committee does not report
out enabling legislation for the various new

-
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atomic projects as to whi funds are re-
quested, the members have long questioned
whether our contact with the fiscal side of
the atomic program is now as close as our
responsibilities require. An arrangement
such as the one I have described might go
far in remedying this situation.

However, other standing committees of the
Hcuse, of course, do normally report out en-
abling legislation to authorize new pro-
grams before the necessary appropriation re-
guests come before your committee. Hence,
an invitation to have joint committee mem-
bers join in your deliberations would not set
a precedent which other committees might
seek to follow.

On April 21 the distinguished chair-
man of the House Appropriations Com-
mittee replied to my letter, saying that
he could not extend to joint committee
members an invitation to sit in and indi-
cating that, if such an invitation were to
be extended, it would set a precedent for
other committees. However, as I empha-
sized, this is not the case—since the joint
ccmmittee is unique in its lack of au-
thority to report out enabling bills, and
hence unique in its need to sit in on ap-
propriation hearings.

For these reasons, I very much hope
that the House may see fit to adopt the
resolution which I am today introduc-
ing. Such approval will, I think, avoid
the setting of a precedent and at the
same time assist the work of the House.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, because of
the lateness of the hour, I will not use
the special ordered granted me for this
evening but I ask unanimous consent
that on tomorrow, as well as on the fol-
lowing day, after the disposition of all
legislative matters on the Speaker’s desk,
I may address the House for 1 hour.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the House
adjourns today it adjourn to meet at 11
o’clock tomorrow morning.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

OUR ECONOMY AS STRONG AS A
PUPPX?

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. ParmaN] is recognized for 15
minutes.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks and include extraneous
matter.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. PATMAN, Mr. Speaker, Dr. W.
Randolph Burgess, Treasury deputy in
charge of debt management, has placed
a very low evaluation on the strength
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of our national economy. He fold the
New Jersey bankers, May 8:
The economy is as strong as a bull pup.

It would be more reassuring, if he is
compelled to compare our national econ-
omy to an animal, if he would at least
refer to it as “bull strong” or as “strong
as an elephant.” Dr. Burgess is a great
economist. Possibly he believes other
economists understand that kind of a
comparison better. I would not know.
I do have a very high regard for our
economists, both in and out of Govern-
ment service.

The truth is, the economy at the time
Dr. Burgess came in was stronger than
it has ever been before, but by reason
of Dr. Burgess' activities our economy
has become weakened—not so much
weakened that it cannot be restored—
but something must be done soon in that
direction or we are headed for serious
trouble.

Dr. Burgess has been the outstanding
spearhead for the eastern bankers for
a number of years in the drive for high
interest rates. It is unfortunate that
the administration has selected such a
biased, partisan, selfishly interested per-
son to have charge of debt management.

If the hard-money, high-interest pol-
icy is not changed, much of the expan-
sion program that has been projected
for the last half of 1953 will not mate-
rialize. Every day mention is made in
the press about different concerns tak-
ing another look at the cost increase
that is being caused by high interest and
tight money.

Dr. Burgess is making an unfair illus-
tration concerning my own views about
money, inflation, and high interest.

I do not believe any Member of Con-
gress has a better record in support of
anti-inflationary measures—including
the very unpopular price and wage con-
trols and tax measures—than I have.
Yet, because I agreed that higher interest
would be preferable to ruinous inflation,
Dr, Burgess seizes upon that as a com-
mitment from me that I favor the pres-
ent high-interest, tight-money policy.
I would only favor higher interest to
prevent inflation as the very last resort
if it would be effective for that purpose.
Several effective weapons can be used
before we reach that point. One is the
reserve requirements of banks—the ones
doing the most business—can still be
raised. It would be interesting to know
the excuse the Board gives for not in-
creasing these reserves on the big city
banks—New York and Chicago—where
the law allows it. The Board increased
the reserve requirements on the country
banks to 100 percent of the amount al-
lowed but not on these big city banks
where a very high percentage of the in-
flation is caused. There are other ways
but this one should come first. Further-
more, I am not convinced that higher
interest is not itself inflationary, which
should be determined before using it as
a proposed remedy for inflation.

I am not sure that the threat of infla-
tion is sufficient now to use any one of
the many methods that could be used
that are anti-inflationary. In fact, the
Federal Reserve Board must believe that
we went over the hump of inflation a
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couple of months ago or the Board would
not have reduced the nrargin require-
ments on stock exchange transactions.
By doing this, it is great encouragement
to speculation, which no one will con-
tend is anything except inflationary and
causes more bank-created money which
the Board claims to be against.

HIGCH INTEREST—TIGHT MONEY—CITY BURDENS

In the Washington Herald, May 17,
1953, there is an interesting article by
Walter S. J. Swanson about the plight
of the Washington Suburban Sanitary
Commission. He discloses the informa-
tion that on the $4,700,000 bond issue,
which is td be sold May 28, there will
be an interest charge of 31, percent,
which is considerably higher than the
sanitary district has been compelled to
pay in the past. This will, of course,
increase sewer and water bills.

There are a lot of people in that par-
ticular district, who enjoy high salaries
and large personal incomes. These 315
percent bonds are tax exempt, as all
State, county, city, and political sub-
division bonds are. A person in the
$20,000-a-year income bracket, who pur-
chases a 3-percent tax-exempt bond
has what is equivalent to an 815-percent
rate as compared with securities and
stocks that are not tax exempt. As Mr.
Swanson brings out, a person with an
$80,000-a-year income—and there are
certainly a lot of them in that area—
the yield from these bonds would be
equivalent to a 23.33-percent yield from
something else. It can also be pointed
out that the return for one in the $100,-
000-a-year income bracket would be the
equivalent of 35 percent.

This same thing is going on all over
the country. As interest rates increase,
all utilities—gas, water, telephone, elec-
tricity, buses, and railroads—are com-
pelled to pay more interest. This com-
pels the utilities to ask for and get higher
rates, which falls right back on the con-
sumer. In addition to that, all public
improvement bonds of cities, counties,
and States must carry a much higher
rate of interest because of the admin-
istration’s hard money, high interest rate
of money policy, and that falls right
back on the taxpayer, who must pay
higher taxes to pay higher interest. The
farmers and wage earners are particu-
larly hard hit on higher interest rates.

ACTION EY EXECUTIVE NEEDED NOW

It should be recalled that this policy
started under Chairman McCabe, of the
Federal Reserve Board, who seemed to
be more persuaded by the arguments of
his reactionary, eastern-banker, Repub-
lican friends, than his consideration for
the public good. The policy had not gone
so far when the new administration
came in that it could not have been
stopped in its tracks without causing the
chain reactions that are now setting in,
but instead of the policy being stopped,
it seems to have received encouragement
and support.

It is my sincere hope that President
Eisenhower will take this matter in hand
and do something about it. It is too
serious to go unnoticed by the Executive.
It is giving our entire economy a devas-
tating shake, and if something is not
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done soon will probably cause a serious
depression.
“THE LID IS ON"

Sylvia F. Porter, often referred to as
one of America’s most outstanding
financial experts, had an article in her
column that appeared in the papers May
13, 1953, on the subject of The Lid Is On.
It has been called to my attention by
the Honorable JoHN W. MCCORMACK, of
Massachusetts, who is also very much
concerned about the administration's
high-interest, tight-money policy and
who made a good speech on this subject
February 5, 1951, which appears in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 97, part
1, page 1010.

It is as follows:

Tue Lip Is ON
(By Sylvia F. Porter)

In March 1951, the great inflation that had
cursed America for a full decade came to a
perceptible halt.

Since then—right into today—you and I
have enjoyed virtually the economic ideal of
roaring production, full employment, record
paychecks and relatively stable prices.

In March 1951, the bitter fiscal-monetary
policy battle between the Treasury and the
Federal Reserve Board ended in a smashing
victory for the Federal Reserve and its anti-
inflation plans.

Since then—right into today—as a result
of deliberate Federal Reserve policy, interest
rates have surged to the stiffest levels in 20
years, the cost of borrowing money has
climbed to the highest point since the panic
year of 1933, all bond prices have crashed
and United States Government bonds have
slumped to historic lows. .

Is there a connection between the two
events of March 1951—the definite interrup-
tion in the inflation spiral and the Federal
Reserve's start of a determined effort to
clamp down on the supply of money and put
the lid on credit?

Of course there's a connection although
other factors also have played a part in
bringing inflation under control.

But now it's May 1953. Now the Reserve's
money squeeze is really beginning to hurt
all owners of bonds, all borrowers of money.

S0 now the lines are forming for the first
major policy fight of the Eisenhower admin-
istration—a fight over whether the Reserve
is not moving so far and so fast that it is
undermining our strength and sending us
straight for a deflation.

Take your seats at the arena, Mr, and Mrs.
America. This one will be a honey and al-
ready 1s transcending all party lines.

Here is what has happened since the Fed-
eral Reserve withdrew its support from the
United States bond market, stopped creating
new money and let interest rates and bond
prices respond to demand-supply laws.

The United States bond market has had
the worst collapse in decades. Billions of
dollars in values have been wiped out. Every
bank, savings institution, insurance com-
pany has terrific losses on its books. If
some smaller institutions had to liquidate
tomorrow, they'd be in a bad, if not intoler-
able, spot.

Borrowing money is more expensive and
tougher than at any time since the depres-
sion 1930's.

The Treasury itself is having a hard time
borrowing money and is paying twice, three
times the rate of interest it pald only a
short while ago. Business borrowers—from
the top down—farmers, veterans, home buy-
ers, bullders are in a similar pinch,

The Wall Street bond and money markets
are shaking with fear.

I hear that the Reserve and Treasury are
being deluged with letters and calls from
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smaller bankers through the country who
have been locked in by the bond price break
and who are getting scared.

Elliott Bell, a top Republican spokesman
and publisher of Business Week, a couple of
days ago wrote a major editorial in this
conservative magazine calling for an easing
of the Reserve policy and declaring we are
glad to know the brakes work but we don’'t
want to go through the windshield.

On Monday a group of 20 Democratic
Congressmen submitted a resolution also
demanding that the Reserve let up on its
rapld and reckless credit-tightening program.

So far the Reserve is standing firm. It
says it won't ease up until signs of deflation
appear and it doesn't yet see the signs. So
far, despite the spot it's in, the Treasury is
backing the Reserve.

It'll be a long, fierce fight climaxing when
deflation hits. In preparation, the Reserve
had better buy some storm windows for its
beautiful building in Washington. It'll sure
need them.

February 21, 1952, I gave out the fol=
lowing statement concerning the Board's
action in reducing the margin on stock=
market transactions:

The morning papers carried the announce-
ment that the Federal Reserve Board has
Just reduced the margin on stock-market
transactions from 75 percent to 50 percent,
effective Tuesday, February 24. This means
that the speculator will need to put only
50 cents on the $1; he can speculate on credit
to the extent of one-half of his purchases of
stock.

It should be noted that-the Board of Gov=
ernors actions over the last 2 years has been
in the direction of contracting credit in the
interest of economic stabilization and as pro-
tection agalnst further price rises. The most
recent action in line with this policy was
taken only a few days ago when the Federal
Reserve raised the rediscount rate from 13
percent to 2 percent on commercial bank
borrowings at the Federal Reserve. The ef=-
fect of this contraction of credit has been
for interest rates to rise, making it more cost=
ly for the Government to borrow and re-
fund its debt, and for small-business men
and homeowners to operate their business
and finance their homes.

But yesterday's action by the Federal Re-
serve to make it easier for people to specu-
late on the stock market appears to me to
be a reversal of the policy of credit restraint.
I hope that it has not been dictated by Wall
Street, but recent happenings in the econ-
omy since the election suggest that we are
following the same pattern of the late 1920’s.
Now, as then, farm prices aré spiraling down-
ward. Now, as then, Wall Street is being en-
couraged to speculate. We can only hope
that these actions will not lead to a similar
terrible depression as that which followed
so nearly the inauguration of the last Re-
publican President.

In a reply by the Chairman of the
Board of Governors of the Federal Re~
serve System, Mr, Martin, to the ques-
tion propounded to him by a subcomit-
tee of the Joint Committee on the Eco-
nomic Report, of which I was chairman,
regarding the role of selective regulation
of stock market credit in restraining in=-
flation, he stated:

When stock market credit is expanding it
tends to increase the demand for stocks or,
more specifically, for stocks that are public-
ly offered or traded. Hence, expansion in
stock market credit tends to raise the price
of stocks, although such effect may be partly
offset by new flotations that increase the
supply.
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A second major fact about stock market
credit is that in the financial organization
of this country changes in this credit are fi-
nanced largely through the banking system,
either through loans to brokers or through
loans directly to customers for the purchase
and carrying of listed securities. As these
loans go up, the deposits of commercial
banks also rise, thus increasing the money
supply. An increase in the money supply
from this source is fundamentally unstable
for it tends to be dependent on stock prices
and stock market expectations, which are
highly volatile.

- - - L] -

To the extent that the increased stock mar-
ket credit is financed by bank credit, it is a
factor working to expand the total money
supply.

Please notice that Mr. Martin says that
if these loans go up, the deposits of
commercial banks rise. This is due to
created money in the banking system and
is very inflationary, everyone agrees.

Mr. Martin further stated:

An increase in stock market credit can
sometimes represent a diversion of the flow
of funds away from bonds, mortgages, short-
term loans, or Government securities. To
the extent that it does represent such a di-
version, it increases the advantage of those
users of capital that can finance by float-
ing stock as against those that cannot.
Prominent among the latter are home build-
ers, farmers, small businesses, and the Gov-
ernment (since it issues interest-paying
obligations and not stocks).

- - - L] L]

In summary, it can be said that—except
when manpower, facilities, and materials are
available to Increase physical production—a
significant particularized effect of an increase
in stock market credit is to divert the flow
of funds toward publicly traded stocks and
away from other investments such as bonds,
mortgages, short-term loans, and Govern-
ment securities.

In the last paragraph, it will be noticed
that Mr. Martin admits that an increase
in stock market credit diverts the flow of
funds away from Government securities.
It should also be considered that this
order reducing the margin requirements
in February 1953, which makes it harder
to sell Government securities, was is-
sued at the very time the Treasury was
planning a program for the sale of an
issue of long-term securities.

It should be recalled that these an-
swers were made by the Chairman of
the Federal Reserve Board, Mr. Martin,
the latter part of 1951.

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND
LAND GRANT COLLEGES

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. BRowN] is recognized for
15 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
I understand that the Labor, Health,
Eduecation, and Welfare appropriation
bill will be considered on the floor to-
morrow. In the time allotted to me I
wish to discuss two items in the bill.
One, vocational education, has been re-
duced considerably, and the other, land
grant colleges, has been cut out entirely.
I shall attempt to show you the need for
sufficient funds to carry on both of these
programs, and I hope a sufficient amount
will be voted for both.
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It is a well known fact that the eco-
nomic and social well-being of a com-
munity, State, or nation is dependent
upon the skill, knowledge, and produc-
tive capacity of its people. People are
not born with skills and knowledge.
They must be trained. Education for
work is a never-ending process. It must
be repeated with each new generation.

Vocational education has played a
major role in increasing American pro-
duction. Skilled workers produce more
goods in less time. Other factors have
also helped increase production, such as
better human relations on the part of
management, labor-saving machines,
improved quality of raw materials and
better management.

Yes, vocational education has helped
develop a generation of farmers, busi-
ness and industrial workers, and home-
makers who are more literate than ever
before, equipped with better work habits
and possessed with more skills and
knowledge essential to efficient produc-
tion and the developing of better homes.
America would not be in its present
strong position in productive capacity,
high living standards, and military pre-
paredness had it not been for our mag-
nificent system of vocational education.

This being true, I hold that a part of
the wealth growing out of ihcreased pro-
duetivity should be plowed back into our
public vocational system. This is our
surest way to continue progress and keep
America strong.

In light of these facts, I have for years
supperted those measures designed to
help with the further development of
vocational education as a part of the
public school system of this country. As
some of you know, I took a leading part
in urging the passage of the George-
Deen Vocational Education Act, which
was passed in 1936. Then in 1947, I sup-
ported the George-Barden Act which
provides for the further promotion and
development of vocational education.

I was not in Congress when the
George-Reed Vocational Education Act
was passed. We are grateful to Senator
Georce and other distinguished Geor-
gians who played such an important part
in the passage of vocational education
legislation. I am also proud of the im-
portant role played by my friend and col-
league, DaNIEL A. REED, of New York, in
the passage of this measure.

These measures, together with the
original Smith-Hughes Act, which was
passed in 1917, have stimulated beyond
the dreams of many the development of
a system of vocational education which
is vital to the security and well-being of
this country.

Great progress has been made, but
there are still thousands of schools with
no programs or inadequate programs of
vocational education. We should not be
coutent until every individual who needs
it, and can profit by it, has opportunity
for vocational training of his choice.

Good education must develop citizens
who work as well as play, produce as
well as consume, create as well as appre-
ciate. Vocational education for youth
and adults helps people to attain these
objectives.
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The first half of this century wit-
nessed the greatest advance in technol-
ogy in all history. The second half
must see an equal advance in getting the
world’s work done through people. This
is a terrific challenge to vocational edu-
cation. It is also a challenge to Con-
gress to see that the program is not
hampered in such a way as to prevent
it from getting the world's work done
through people.

The George-Barden Act, which au-
thorizes an appropriation of $29,300,000
annually, provides for the development
of programs of vocational education of
less than college grade. It is designed
primarily to help those who need assist-
ance most—youth who cannot or do not
go to college where opportunities exist
for preparing for a profession or voca-
tion at the college level. It is designed
to assist the masses who need help most.

I cannot understand why the Appro-
priations Committee has recommended
a cut of $2,624,391, or about 11 percent,
in the appropriation for vocational edu-
cation. This is the first step in an effort
to eventually destroy a program of edu-
cation that is meaning so much to the
youth and adults of our land. This
drastic cut certainly would result in
eliminating the program in many com-
munities of the Nation and crippling the
program everywhere.

I am sure it is not in keeping with the
thinking of President Eisenhower to cut
vocational education funds or to wipe
out funds for land-grant colleges. As
evidence of this, I would like to quote
from a letter the President wrote last
September in which he indicated his
keen interest in this phase of education
and the need for maintaining and
strengthening the program:

OrricE oF DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER,
New York, N. Y., September 27, 1952,
Mr. C. M. MILLER,
State Board for Vocational Education,
Topeka, Kans.

Dear Mr. MiLLEr: I understand you would
like to have from me a brief statement which
you might use in the October issue of several
publlcations deanng with vocational educa=
tion. You are free to use the following:

“One of the greatest things about the
United States is the fact that it has achieved
the highest level of mass education in his=
tory. This American system has many
unique and valuable phases, among the most
important of which are the land grant col-
leges, the experiment stations, the vocational
education program in high schools, the
county agent system, and the future farmers
and 4-H programs.

“The wealth of the world is created by the
work of skilled hands on raw materials. Our
magnificent system of vocational education
is constantly developing increased under-
standing of raw materials, and is helping to
develop the skilled hands and the clear
minds essential to turning those raw mate=
rials into useful wealth.

“One thing I like especially about the pro=
gram is that it calls for genuine understand=
ing and cooperation on the part of Federal,
State, and local agencies. Here, the Federal
Government is a helpful partner, not an
officious boss. That is how it should be.”

Sincerely yours,
DwicHT D. EISENHOWER.

It is my understanding that Russia
has greatly expanded its program of
vocational education in recent years, and
that this, at least in part, accounts for
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Russia’s increased and improved produc-
tion. Malenkov in his speech last fall
indicated that Russia and her commu-
nistic satellites would continue to in-
crease production and try to win the
cold war by outproducing America and
underselling us in the markets of the
world. They are using vocational edu-
cation to step up their productive capac-
ity, and, from the most reliable informa-
tion we can obtain, they are certainly
succeeding in their efforts. It has been
reported in the press that the rate of
increase of Russian production at the
present time is almost twice the rate of
increase of production in this country.

To do anything to weaken America's
vocational program would be playing
into the very hands of Russia. This we
must not do.

It would be an act of wisdom to
increase aid to vocational education
instead of decreasing it. America's
strength lies .in its people and their
ability to produce efficiently goods and
services,

Our hope of winning a cold or a hot
war is dependent in a large measure on
the productive capacity of our people.
Vocational education as presently car-
ried on in the public schools of the
Nation certainly plays a major role in
helping people to acquire skills, tech-
nical and scientific knowledge that re-
sult in increasing their productive ca-
pacity. A cut in these programs is a cut
at the very heart of the Nation.

Vocational education has been a great
aid to training those in industry and
agriculture alike. In my home town of
Elberton, Ga., which is often spoken of
as the granite center of the United
States, we have a full-time granite ap-
prenticeship coordinator who teaches
our granite apprentices two nights per
week and daily coordinates and corre-
lates their classwork to their training
processes on the job.

Livestock is an ideal project for voca-
tional agriculture students and future
farmers. They have produced swine,
dairy cattle, beef cattle, and poultry in
sufficient quantity and high quality to
improve greatly the livestock industry
of my State and I think all over the
country. William Higginbotham, a
young boy of Washington, Ga., has a
national reputation with his dairy cat-
tle; Bill Williams, of Buena Vista, with
his hogs; and Tommy Rainey, of Ella-
ville, with his beef cattle. I coulc men-
tion many more, but this is sufficient to
illustrate the good results of the train-
ing these boys have had.

The Appropriations Committee has
recommended no appropriation for land-
grant colleges. This is indeed a tragic
mistake, The land-grant colleges of the
Nation have done much for many. They
were started as a result of the Morrell
Act which was passed during Abraham
Lincoln's administration in 1862. Why
withdraw aid from these great institu-
tions of our land? They have done a
marvelous job of providing vocational
training of college grade and should have
the continued support of the Federal
Government. The Federal support
means more than just the amount of
money made available for the land-grant
colleges, The same is true for vocational
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education of less than college grade. We
must see to it that vocational educa-
tion at the college level and at the level
of less than college grade continues to
receive financial and moral support from
the Federal Government.

We want vocational education to be
provided for college students and for the
more than 75 percent of our people who
cannot or do not attend college. The
masses must have vocational training if
we are to remain strong. And we must
never forget that only the strong can
hope to remain free.

Hospital construction is another item
which has been drastically cut. If this
cut is not restored, hospital construction
in my State and throughout the Nation
will be severely crippled, and urgently
needed hospital projects already ap-
proved cannot be built and other proj-
ects already started but not completed
will be imperiled.

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. I yield to
the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. EDMONDSON. I would like to
express my personal appreciation to the
gentleman for his fine message in sup-
port of the vocational education pro-
gram, and to state that I feel sure his
conclusions about the unhappy effects
of such a cut at this stage and the de-
velopment of that program are sound.
I would like to commend the gentleman
for his fight in behalf of continued sup-
port of this very worthwhile program.

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. I thank the
gentleman for his observation.

THE PLIGHT OF THE ARAB
REFUGEES

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentlewoman from
Ohio [Mrs. FranceEs P. BorTon] is rec-
ognized for 20 minutes.

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, as chairman of the Subcommit-
tee on the Near East and Africa, I yes-
terday introduced H. R. 5248. This is
a bill which seeks to move forward to-
ward solution one of the most pressing
problems of the world, that of the Arab
refugees. The plight of these now
nearly a million people hangs like a pall
over every country in the area and be-
clouds the whole world. Their condi-
tion grows more and more intolerable
and the general deterioration is drain-
ing them of hope, even of desire. Such
an attitude, or should I say lack of at-
titude and the consequent void it creates,

is fertile soil indeed for the subtle in-

culeation of Communist ideas. The
latest reports given this committee are
that some 80 percent of these tragic peo-
ple are in a mood to take part in any
uprising which holds possibilities of
change. Can one blame them?

Such conditions, Mr. Speaker, are of
vital importance to the whole free world,
including the United States. Indeed,
our position of leadership among the free
nations places upon us the responsibil-
ity of never ceasing effort to do some-
thing to get the situation off dead center.

Extensive as have been the efforts of
the United Nations to solve this problem,
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they have been of no avail. But the
ultimate return to normal living of these
hundreds of thousands of human beings
is crucial.

In pursuing its study of the situation,
the subcommittee has become convinced
that there are practical steps that can
be taken to give hope to these people and
to begin to ameliorate the present con-
ditions—conditions which have brought
about a disintegration more and more
recognized to be a direct danger to this
country and the free world.

The committee is well aware that there
are unsolved political problems which
appear to be insurmountable hazards to
all constructive action. But, Mr, Speak-
er, we refuse to believe that any problem,
however difficult, does not have some
solution if a right approach can be found,
It is in an effort to find an acceptable
approach that the committee is asking
the Congress to consider charging the
Director of the Mutual Security Agency
with the immediate duty of making a
short, intensive study of current condi-
tions and possibilities, reporting back
within 90 days with recommendations.

In agreeing to the principle of com-
pensatory payments, Israel has made a
gesture which may well become the first
step toward action, particularly if it is
followed by actual payments in the near
future. Some of the other countries in
the area have long since opened their
doors to many thousands in spite of their
own economic difficulties. Others are
attempting to find ways to absorb thou-
sands more, But there are many ob=-
stacles to overcome—some economic,
some political. Eventual solution, Mr.
Speaker, can and must be found. In
the meantime, there are steps that can
be taken.

President Eisenhower has sounded a
positive note giving direction and lead-
ership to us all. He has made it clear
that the United States intends to pay
more attention to the Arab States during
his administration. After talking with
Saudi Arabia’'s Foreign Minister, the
President was quoted as expressing con-
cern over recent ‘“‘deterioration of rela-
tions between the Arab nations and the
United States,” promising that it would
be his “firm purpose to restore confi-
dence and trust.,” One news article put
it this way: : '

President Eisenhower was outlining a new
approach for the Middle East which involves
strict fairness and impartiality toward all
countries, including Israel.

Evidence of this new approach has
been reflected in the regional approach
adopted in the Mutual Security Agency
bill submitted by the State Department,
which is now under scrutiny by the Sen-
ate and House committees.

So. Mr. Speaker, in response to the
President’s declared position, the For=
eign Affairs Subcommittee on the Near
East and Africa desires to be certain of
current situations and conditions in the
Near East, hoping that ways of coopera=
tion may be found which will start a
constructive program giving new hope
to the refugees, allaying the fears of all
the countries of this critical area and
setting us on the road to better under=
standing and ultimate peace.
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A PROGRAM OF TRADE, NOT AID

The SPEAKER. Under special order
heretofore entered, the gentlewoman
from Massachusetts [Mrs. RoOGERs] is
recognized for 15 minutes.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, I have sent letters to the Presi-
dent of the United States today, also to
the Secretary of State, to the Secretary
of Commerce, and to the Secretary of
Labor. I will read the letter I sent to
the President of the United States:

May 15, 1853,
The PRESIDENT,
The White House.

My DEAR Mg. PRESIDENT: I have given deep
consideration to the question, “Trade or aid
to the free nations of the world,” currently
being considered by the Congress of the
United States. I know, Mr, President, that
you have an interest, a deep personal inter-
est, in every phase of this program, a deep
human interest which I believe motivates
your every action, I am, therefore, submit-
ting to you herewith copy of my letters sent
to the Secretary of State, the Secretary of
Commerce, and the Secretary of Labor ask-
ing them to use their good offices to call a
conference jointly of representatives of their
respective departments, together with repre-
sentatives of industry and labor, to consider
Jointly the best possible immediate ap-
proach. I am a great believer in the tra-
ditional New England system of having
selectmen meet, consider a problem and pre-
sent it then to the town mreeting. I believe
that such a conference as I here propose
would bring together the selectmen most
intimately concerned. Whatever help you
may give to a broad consideration of the
many aspects of this question will, I assure
you, be deeply appreciated.

Yours very sincerely,
EpiTH NOURSE ROGERS
Mrs. John Jacob Rogers.

Trade, not aid, is a currently popular
approach to an important phase of our
international relations. There are a
number of sound and easily understand-
able reasons for the widespread accept-
ance of this term. Basically, we want to
help other nations and people. Particu-
larly do we want to help them help
themselves. That is sound, especially
in light of American tradition and in
recognition of the history and sensibili-
ties of the people of many of the nations
with whom we share our material -and
spirtual values.

Actually, most of them do not like to
have to accept nraterial aid from us.
They are proud, freemen. They point
to their capacity to produce. They have
a production potential which indicates
that they could produce by far enough
to enable them to develop and maintain
a sound national economy, if they had
markets for their goods. That “if” is
the essence of the problem; their’s and
ours.

The two most potentially extensive
immediate world markets are the United
States and Russia. To be sure, as each
free nation reestablishes its own sound
economy, it in turn becomes a potential
merchant and a potential market for its
own goods and for the goods of other
nations. But at the moment the major
markets in which all these countries
could sell are Russia and—if we let
them—the United States. That “if,” as
I have said, is the crux of the problem.

If we do not buy the goods of other na-

. tions, -where else can they sell them ex-
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cept to Russia? Yet, if we do admit
their goods to our nrarkets, to be sold at
a market level based on their produc-
tion costs, we are placing our own work-
ers’ wages and production standards in
serious jeopardy. We are placing goods
produced by well-paid labor incompeti-
tion with goods produced by lowly paid
labor. The textile industry in my State
well illustrates this point. Our textile
workers are paid real wages above those
paid textile workers in any other coun-
try and above those paid even in our own
United States. This standard is ob-
tained through a combination of a nego-
tiated wage over and above essential
statutory bases. We set a floor for their
wages. And I by my vote, helped set that
floor. I voted for the Walsh-Healey Act;
I voted for the original Wages and Hours
Act; I voted for the Bacon Act. I believe
in the maintenance of adequate wages
and good working conditions. I believe
a national floor for wages helps main-
tain a free competitive industry in which
free trade unions could bargain with em-
ployers for wages above the statutory
base.

Today I want to direct careful con-
sideration to the dilemma the interna-
tional trade problem poses for us, If
foreign textiles are imported into our
country to be sold in competition with
our textiles, at a lower rate than the
actual cost of production is in the United
States, then our textile industry cannot
survive. Some will view this grave prob-
lem entirely in terms of international
repercussions. World economic stabili-
zation, I realize, is essential to world
peace. World economic stabilization re-
quires an outlet for national production
above domestic needs.

However, I am not resigned to a
philosophy which accepts defeat and
destruction for some as a byproduct of
social change and world development. I
do not believe that we can morally per-
mit the destruction of the New England
textile industry or the New England shoe
industry or any other industry in any
other State, by the importation of for-
eign goods produced at low wages and
long working hours, without planning to
do something to protect the economie,
the social, the human interests of the
men and women in these industries and
their families. Do those who propose
what would in effect wipe out certain do-
mestic industries, to build up world trade,
at the same time propose a Government
subsidy for the industry they are destroy-
ing by placing it in competition with the
goods produced by poorly paid foreign
workers? Do they also propose a new
sort of WPA to supplement the workers’
pay if the manufacturers cut wages to
reduce prices to meet this competition
from abroad?

There is another point even more seri-
ous to me than the economic losses this
program would impose on our workers
and our manufacturers. The devastating
blow to the dignity and morale of the
workers, the psychological effect on em-
ployer and employee of removing his
sense of security is far more important
even than the economic problem, im-
portant as that may be.

And yet, even as I say this, I realize
that the dignity and morale of the work-
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ers in other countries is involved in this
problem, too.

I do not here propose a solution. I
do, however, suggest an approach.

First. There cannot properly at this
time be a question of trade or aid. There
is a very complex question of how, where,
and when to aid or to trade.

Second. A superficial, sporadie, local-
ized approach to one aspect of the prob-
lem at one time cannot have the con-
structive approach which is vitally es-
sential today.

Third. We cannot morally, as a na-
tion, permit the dislocation or destruc-
tion of industry in any field, in any area
in our country, lest the grievous harm
done thereby to any group of persons
may not only expose certain areas to
economic and social waste, but may even
begin a wave of chaotic events which
may endanger our whole national eco=
nomic security.

A chain reaction to misfortune in one
area or one field of enterprise may start
a trend toward a serious recession, lead-
ing—heaven forbid—to a depression.

Fourth. We cannot ignore the needs
of freemen anywhere; especially today,
when communism waits with yawning
jaws to suck in and devour the least for-
tunate of men. Our appreciation for
sound economic enterprise coupled with
our sense of moral responsibility must
help us plan for the well-being of all
freemen here and afar. However, in our
zeal to help freemen and to make men
free all over the world, we cannot fail
in our duty to our own people, first of
all. Actually our ability to help free-
men anywhere must be predicated upon
keeping our own people free and strong
so that they have not only the will, but
the capacity to serve their fellow men °
wherever the need arises.

Fifth. We must not permit the need
of freemen anywhere to compel them
to look to Russia for temporary relief—
and thereby for permanent enslavement.
Russia’s offer to buy the wares of free-
men entices them in their great need,
and endangers them—and us.

I propose, therefore, that, as quickly
as possible, the Secretary of State, the
Secretary of Commerce, and the Secre-
tary of Labor jointly convene a small
working conference of representatives
of industry and labor to find a way of
protecting the interest of our people now,
and for the future, while we serve and
develop the well-being of all freemen
through trade and/or aid, whichever,
whenever it is best.

WILL TITO GO BACK TO THE
KREMLIN?

Mr. CRETELLA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. KirsTEN] be given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Connecticut?

There was no objection.

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Tito, of
Yugoslavia, is likely to make his peace
with the Kremlin in the very near future.

The recent meetings of the envoys of
Tito with Soviet agents indicate that a
rapprochement is imminent. If Tito is
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back in the counsels of the Kremlin, how
great will have been the hoax perpe-
trated by the pro-Tito apologists. The
millions of dollars of American aid sent
to Tito will redound to the benefit of the
Soviets.

This means that the guns and tanks
and planes that we have sent to Tito
would be turned against us and would
have to be matched by further guns and
tanks and planes in Western Europe.

It is becoming increasingly clear that
aid to the Yugoslav Communist dictator
never had a reasonable chance of chang-
ing his black heart and all the while the
people of Yugoslavia have continued to
suffer under the heel of the Tito type of
communism and they will be brought
back again under the police state tyranny
of the Kremlin. How naive are those
American policymakers who would shape
our foreign policy on the Tito pattern—
Tito, of Yugoslavia, or Mao Tse-tung, of
China, or any other Communist dictator
in the Soviet sphere.

Incidentally, the same people that.

have been lately promoting Tito were
the ones who favored sending arms to
the “agrarian reformer” Mao Tse-tung
who is now murdering American boys.

It is possible, of course, that Malenkov
and Tito would not let their real alliance
be fully known to the Western World in
order that Tito might still seek to get aid
from the United States. But the mere
willingness on the part of Tito now to
negotiate with the Kremlin should be
enough to convince American policy-
makers that no trust can be put in a
Communist dictator of any nationality.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
extend remarks in the Appendix of the
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks,
was granted to:

Mr. WAINWRIGHT.

Mr. OsterTAG and to include extrane-
ous matter.

Mrs. RoceErs of Massachusetts and to
include a letter for Admiral Boone re-
garding an exhibition of prosthetic ap-
pliances.

Mr. Arenps and to include four short
editorials.

Mr. Jackson and to include extraneous
matter,

Mr. Jackson and to include an article
which is estimated by the Public Printer
to cost $196.

Mr. Lane in five instances and fo in-
clude extraneous matter.

Mrs. SvLLivan and to include a state-
ment she made before the Library Sub=-
committee and an editorial appearing in
the St. Louis Post-Dispatch.

Mr. Dopp (at the request of Mr. Mc~
CorMmAck) and to include an editorial.

Mr. McCorMAcK in two instances: to
include in one a letter from the com-
mander in chief of the Veterans of For-
eizn Wars, and in the other an article
by James Morgan appearing in last Sun-
day’s Globhe.

Mr. Reeck of Tennessee (at the request
of Mr. Bager) and fo include extraneous
matter,
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Mr. Bocas in three instances and to in=
clude extraneous matter.

Mr. MappEN and to include an article.

Mrs. Rocers of Massachusetts and to
include a statement by the National As-
sociation of Cotton Manufacturers be-
fore the Committee on Ways and Means,
at an estimated cost of $399.

Mr. KeocH (at the request of Mr. Mc-
Cormack) and to include extraneous
matter.

Mr. Rees of Kansas and to include
extraneous matter.

Mr. VELDE.

Mr. D'Ewart and to include extrane-
ous matter.

Mr. DURHAM.

Mr. Evins in two instances and to in-
clude extraneous matter.

Mr. SHEPPARD (at the request of Mr.
Mrurer of California.)

Mr. Buseey and to include a resolu-
tion of the Laundry Workers’ Interna-
tional Union, AFL.

Mr. O’KonskI in two instances, in each
to include extraneous matter.

Mr. HOLT.

Mr. Wirson of California.

Mr. MuLTER in three instances and to
include extraneous matter,

Mr. SmiTe of Mississippi in three in-
stances and to include extraneous
matter.

Mr. Parman and to include extraneous
mafter,

Mr. Van Zanpr and to include extrane-
ous matter.

Mr. ScuHenck and to include extrane-
ous maftter.

Mr. Teacve (at the request of Mr,
WHITTEN) in three instances and to in-
clude extraneous mater.

Mr. CooLEy (at the request of Mr.
WHITTEN) in two instances and to in-
clude extraneous matter,

Mr. Pork to include in his remarks in
Committee of the Whole two short sta-
tistical tables on soil-conservation prac-
tices carried out on Ohio farms under
the agricultural program in 1951.

Mr. Hirn to include some tables in his
remarks made in the Committee of the
Whole.

Mr. CreTELLa and to include resolu-
tions adopted by the General Assembly of
the State of Connecticut.

B

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mrs. St. GEORGE (at the request of Mr.
ARenDs), for the balance of the week, on
account of official business.

Mr. ParTEN, for the rest of the week,
on account of atom test.

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Mr. LECOMPTE, from the Committee
on House Administration, reported that
that committee did on this day present
to the President, for his approval, a hill
of the House of the following title:

H. R. 2277. An act to amend the act en-
titled “An act to incorporate the Roosevelt
Memorial Association,” approved May 31,
1920, so as to change the name of such asso-
ciation to “Theodore Roosevelt Assoclation,”
and for other purposes.
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ADJOURNMENT

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the
House, under its previous order, ad-
journed until tomorrow, Wednesday,
May 20, 1953, at 11 o'clock a. m.

-

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu=
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker's table and referred as
follows:

702. A letter from the president, Board of
Commissioners, District of Columbia, trans-
mitting a draft of a bill entitled “A bill to
authorize and finance a program of public
works construction for the District of Co-
lumbia, and for other purposes"; to the Com=-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

703. A letter from the Comptroller Gen=-
eral of the United States, transmitting a
draft of a proposed bill entitled “A bill to ex-
pedite the payment by the Comptroller Gen=
eral of judgments rendered by the dis-
trict courts and the Court of Claims against
the United States, and for other purposes’;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

704. A letter from the president, Board of
Commissioners, District of Columbia, trans=-
mitting a draft of a bill entitled “A bill to
amend the act entitled ‘An act to provide
that the Board of Education of the District
of Columbia shall have sole authority to
regulate the vacation periods and annual
leave of absence of certain school officers and
employees of the Board of Education of the
District of Columbia,’ approved March 5,
1953"; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

705. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting the report of
the Department of the Interior on the lower
Nueces River project, Texas, prepared under
authority of the Federal reclamation laws,
pursuant to the Flood Control Act of De=
cember 22, 1944; to the Committee on In=
terior and Insular Affairs.

706. A letter from the secretary, the Amer=
fcan Society of International Law, transmit-
ting the annual audit by a certified public
accountant of the financial transactions of
the said society for the year ended December
31, 1952, pursuant to section 9 of the act of
September 20, 1950, 64 Stat. 869; to the Com=-
mittee on the Judiciary.

707. A letter from the Commissioner, Ime=
migration and Naturalization Service, De=-
partment of Justice, transmitting copies of
orders granting the applications for perma=
nent residence filed by the subjects, pursu=
ant to section 4 of the Displaced Persons Act
of 1948, as amended; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

708. A letter from the Commissioner, Im=
migration and Naturalization Service, De=
partment of Justice, transmitting copies of
orders suspending deportation as well as a
list of the persons involved, pursuant to the
act of Congress approved July 1, 1948 (Pub-
lic Law 863), amending subsection (c) of
section 19 of the Immigration Act of Febru-
ary 5, 1917, as amended (8 U. 8. C. 155 (¢) );
to the Committee on the Judiciary,

709. A letter from the Federal Security Ad-
ministrator, transmitting the 13th Annual
Report of the Board of Trustees of the Fed-
eral Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust
Fund, pursuant to section 201 (b) of the
Soclal Securlty Act, as amended; to the Com~
mittee on Ways and NMeans.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIIT, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. JACKSON: Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. House Resolution 237. Resclution ex-
tending greetings to the Republic of Haiti on
the occasion of the 150th anniversary of the
creation of its national flag; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 428). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 4485. A bill
to amend the law of the District of Columbia
relating to publication of partnerships; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 432). Referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 2969. A bill
to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Jolumbia to sell certain property in
Prince Georges County, Md. acquired as a
gite for the National Training School for
Girls; without amendment (Rept. No. 433).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 4484. A bill
to amend section 365 of the act entitled “An
act to establish a code of laws for the District
of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, as
amended, to increase the maximum sum
allowable by the court out of assets of a
decedent’s estate for funeral expenses; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 434). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 4486. A bill
to amend the law of the District of Columbia
relating to forcible entry and detainer; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 435). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 4487. A bill
to amend the act entitled “An act to estab-
lish a code of law for the District of Colum-
bia,” approved March 3, 1801, as further
amended by an act of April 19, 1920 (title 20,
ch. 1, sec. 116, D. C. Code, 1851), relating to
continuing decedent's business; without
amendment (Rept. No. 436). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 4550. A bill
to amend the Code of Laws of the District of
Columbia in respect to the recording, in the
Office of the Recorder of Deeds, of bills of
sale, mortgages, deeds of trust, and condi-
tional sales of personal property; without
amendment (Rept. No. 437). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 4939. A bill
to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia to fix certain licensing and
registration fees; with amendment (Rept. No.
438). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union,

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 4940. A bill
to provide for the redemption of District of
Columbia tax stamps; without amendment
(Rept. No. 439). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union.,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of rule XIIT, reports of

committees were delivered to the Clerk
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for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 3087. A bill
to authorize the Board of Commissioners of
the District of Columbia to permit certain
improvements to two business properties
situated in the Distriet of Columbia; with
amendment (Rept. No. 429). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 3796. A bill
relating to the incorporation of the Colum-
bus University of Washington, D. C.; without
amendment (Rept. No. 430). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. O'HARA of Minnesota: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 4229. A bill
to change the name of the Polycultural Insti-
tution of America to Polycultural University
of America, to grant a congressional charter
to such university, and for other purposes;
with amendment (Rept. No. 431). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House,

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM:

H.R. 5269. A bill to amend the Railroad
Retirement Act of 1937, as amended, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska:

H.R.5270. A bill to provide that the Sec-
retary of Health, Education, and Welfare
shall be an ex officio member of the Conr-
mittee on Retirement Policy for Federal Per-
sonnel; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mr. HAGEN of Minnesota:

H. R. 5271. A bill to permit payment of cer- .

tain cost-of-living allowances outside the
continental United States at rates in excess
of 25 percent of the rate of basic compensa-
tion; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mr. HALEY:

H.R.5272. A bill to provide for a review
by the Court of Military Appeals in certain
cases in which relief pursuant to section 12
of the act of May 5, 1950 (64 Stat. 147) was
denfed by The Judge Advocate General of
any of the Armed Forces; to the Committee
on Armred Services.

By Mr. HAND:

H. R.5273. A bill to repeal the act of July
27, 1950, so as to terminate the President's
authority to extend enlistments in the
Armed Forces; to the Committee on Armed
Bervices.

By Mr. McDONOUGH:

H. R. 5274. A bill to amend title 18 of the
United States Code by the addition of a new
section; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. REES of Kansas:

H. R. 5275. A bill to amend the Civil Serv-
ice Retirement Act of May 29, 1930, as
amended; to the Committee on Post Office
and Civil Service.

By Mr. ROGERS of Florida:

H. R. 5276. A bill relating to the deduction
for depreciation in the case of land con-
taining peat, muck, and other organic soils
which wear out or is subject to exhaustion
due to oxidation, while being used for agri-
cultural or horticultural purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SMITH of Kansas:

H. R. 5277. A bill to provide that the Sec-
retary of the Army shall investigate and re-
port upon the advisability of establishing a
national monument and national cemetery
on the site of the old Fort Wallace Post
Cemetery, Kans.; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.
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By Mr. ROGERS of Texas:

H. Res. 240. Resolution creating a select
committee to conduct an investigation and
study of the subsidies paid by the Federal
Government; to the Committee on Rules.

H. Res. 241. Resolution providing funds for
the expenses of the investigation and study
authorized by House Resolution 240; to the
Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. COLE of New York:

H. Res. 242. Resolution to amend Rule XI
of the Rules of the House of Representatives;
to the Commitiee on Rules.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

By the SPEAEER: Memorial of the Leg-
islature of the State of Washington me-
morializing the President and the Congress
of the United States requesting legislative
action necessary to complete a partially com-
pleted highway from the city of Hoquiam in
Grays Harbor County and following the shore
of the Pacific Ocean to a junction with the
Olympic Loop Highway in the vicinity of
Queets; to the Committee on Public Works,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Washington memorializing the Pres=
ident and the Congress of the United States
requesting action as may be necessary to
make known to the public the elevation. of
the theoretical maximum high-water level
of the pool behind the proposed John Day
Dam and the probable year of starting con=
struction; to the Committee on Public Works,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Washington, memorializing the
President and the Congress of the United
States requesting p: ge of ry leg-
islation, and the Federal Security Admin-
istrator to make the necessary regulations,
to exempt a certain percentage of the earn=-
ings of any dependent children in respect to
whom aid is being paid, etc.; to the Commite
tee on Ways and Means,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. AYRES:

H.R. 5278. A bill for the relief of Arturo
Tarzia; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 5279. A bill for the relief of Giuseppe
Paniccioli; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary,

H.R.5280. A bill for the relief of Ciro
Romano; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 5281. A bill for the relief of Giluseppe
Romano; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BENDER:

H. R. 5282. A bill for the relief of Francesco
Sebastiano; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. BOSCH:

H.R. 5283. A bill for the relief of Charles
Sacco; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

H.R.5284. A bill for the relief of Agcsto
Glampoali; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. COUDERT:

H.R. 5285. A bill for the rellef of Edward
Gordon, Morton Gordon, John J. Dahill,
Esteban Melendez, Jean Garcia, Marie Flynn,
Carmen Rodriques, and 62 Lenox Ave. Inc.; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HARVEY:

H.R. 5288. A bill for the relief of Wajih
Eassees; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. HELLER (by request):
H.R.5287. A bill for the relief of Maxi=-
milian Paschkus; to the Committee on the

Judiciary.

H.R.5288. A bill for the relief of Jacch

Heiman; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
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H. R.5280. A bill for the relief of Herman
Landau, Mrs. Szerena Landau, and Erwin
Landau; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McDONOUGH:

H.R. 5200. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Etil
¥ahoubian; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H?R. 5291, A bill for the relief of Dicran
Yahoubian; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. MAILLIARD (by request) :

H.R.5292. A bill for the relief of Alexander
and Victoria Lashkareff; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts:

H.R.5203. A bill for the relief of Mr. and
Mrs. Clarence M. Augustine; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. O'BRIEN of Illinois:

H.R.5204. A bill for the relief of Amante
Rongettl; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

268. By Mr. FORAND: Resolution of Miss
Mary L. Rector, of Pawtucket, R. I., and 76
others relative to the advertising of alco-
holic beverages; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce. -

269, By Mr. HORAN: Petition of 35 resi-
dents of Spokane County, Wash., for favor-
able consideration and enactment of the
Bryson bill, H. R. 1227; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

270. By Mr. LESINSKI: Resolution of the
Ecorse Aerle, No. 2812, of the Fraternal Order
of Eagles, Ecorse, Mich., endorsing H. R. 4308,
authorizing the Postmaster General to pro-
vide for the use of special canceling stamps
or postmarking dies bearing the words “In
God We Trust” for use in first- and second-
class post offices; to the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service.

271. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Earl V.
Cates, president, Business Men's League of
United States, Chicago, Ill, relative to no
further delay in appropriating money for the
Calumet Harbor and Sag Channel project; to
the Committee on Appropriations.

272, Also, petition of Office of United States
Government Agency’s Employee and Presi-
dent-in-exile of the S8an Juan, P. R., post
office, relative to the claims of approximately
26 persons of the Post Office Custodial Serv-
ice Employees Assoclation, concerning
charges preferred before the United States
Civil Service Commission against the major-
ity of the San Juan, P. R., Post Office-Cus-
todial Service employees; to the Committee
on Post Office and Civil Service,

SENATE
WEDNESDAY, May 20, 1953
(Legislative day of Friday, May 15, 1953)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock merid-
ian, on the expiration of the recess.

Dr. Joseph Francis Thorning, asso-
ciate editor of World Affairs, Carrollton
Manor, Frederick, Md., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Heavenly Father, Creator of the Uni-
verse, look down with favor upon the
Presiding Officer of this Senate and let
the light of Thy countenance shine
brightly upon all the Members of the
Congress.

Grant to Thy children, in an hour of
crisis, Thy most powerful graces so that,
with enlightened minds and firm wills,
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they may achieve Thy gracious purposes
for the salvation and progress of this
troubled world.

On this day, sacred in the history of a
sister republic, Cuba, and in this year,
dedicated to the memory of a noble-
hearted apostle of freedom, José Marti,
vouchsafe to the peoples of all the
American Republics as well as to their
leaders and legislators the special bless-
ings that are needed to preserve and ad-
vance human dignity throughout the
hemisphere,

Rekindle the fires of liberty every-
where, dear Saviour, with the torch of
Thy divine love.

We pray for these gifts in the name
of our Redeemer, who is Christ, the Son
of God. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. ENowLAND, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday,
May 19, 1953, was dispensed with.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was com-
municated to the Senate by Mr, Miller,
one of his secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed the bill (S, 1448) to
amend the act of June 25, 1942, relating
tc the making of photographs and
sketches of properties of the Military
Establishment, to continue in effect the
provisions thereof until 6 months after
the present national emergency, with
an amendment, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
House had passed the following bills of
the Senate, each with amendments, in
which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

S.385. An act to provide for the repair and
rehabilitation of puhlic alrport.a damaged
by the armed services during the present
national emergency, to extend beyond June
30, 1953, the availability of previous ap-
proprla.tions for payment of claims under
section 17 of the Federal Airport Act, and
for other purposes; and

S.1550. An act to authorize the President
to prescrlhe the occasions upon which the
uniform of any of the Armed Forces may be
worn by persons honorably discharged there-
from.

The message further announced that
the House had agreed to the concurrent
resolution (S, Con. Res. 20) favoring the
suspension of deportation of certain
aliens, with amendments, in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
House had passed the following bills
and joint resolution, in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate:

H.R.307. An act to revive and reenact
the act entitled “An act authorizing the
Ogdensburg Bridge Authority, its successors
and assigns, to construct, maintain, and op-
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erate a bridge across the St. Lawrence River
at or near the city of Ogdensburg, N. ¥.";

H.R. 665. An act for the relief of N. A. G. L.
Moerings, Mrs. Bertha Johanna Erayenbrink
Moerings, and Lambertus Karel Aloysius
Josef Moerings;

H. R.685. An act for the relief of Walter
Carl Sander;

H.R.761. An act for the rellef of Porfirio
Punciano Vila, Tatiana Abatooroff Vila, Por-
firlo P. Vila, Jr., Anne Marie Vila, and Jose-
phine Anne Vila;

H.R.765. An act for the relief of Tien
Koo Chen;

H.R.779. An act for the relief of Ida
Baghdassarian;

H. R. 781. An act for the relief of Johanna
C. Willemsen;

H.R. 783. An act for the relief of Theodore
J. Hartung and Mrs. Elizabeth Hartung;

H.R.847. An act for the relief of Robert
J. Rickards, Conception Sotelo Rickards, and
Walter John Rickards;

H.R.869. An act for the relief of Masuko
Oshima;

H.R.978. An act for the relief of Harue
Fukushi;

H.R.1143. An act for the relief of Mary
Francina Marconi, Fernanda Guezi, Anna
Ferraro, Mary Laudano, and Julia Pisano;

H.R. 1219, An act authorizing the Hidalgo
Bridge Co., its heirs, legal representatives,
and assigns, to construet, maintain, and op-
erate a railroad toll bridge across the Rio
Grande, at or near Hidalgo, Tex.;

H.R. 1330. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Liane Lieu and her son, Peter Lieu;

H.R.1345. An act for the relief of John
Lampropoulos;

H.R.1434. An act to amend the act of
February 24, 1925, incorporating the Amer=
ican War Mothers;

H.R. 1561. An act authorizing the trans-
fer of certain property of the Veterans' Ad-
ministration (in Johnson City, Tenn.) to
the State of Tennessee;

H.R.1730. An act to provide for furnish-
ing transportation in Government-owned
automotive vehicles for employees of the
Veterans’ Administration at field stations in
the absence of adequate public or private
transportation;

H. R. 1756. An act for the relief of Eugene
de Thassy,

H. R. 1815. An act to amend the Recreation
Act of June 14, 1928, to include other public
purposes and to permit nonprofit organ=
izations to lease public lands for certain
purposes; }

H. R. 1886. An act for the relief of Paul
Myung Ha Chung;

H.R. 1963. An act for the rellef of Anne=
liese Schillings;

H. R. 2160. An act for the relief of Clemin=
tina Ferrara, Maria Garofalo, Rosetta Savino,
Maria Serra, Albina Zamunner, and Fedora
Gazzarrini;

H.R.2226. An act to repeal the provision
of the act of July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. 662), as
amended, relating to pay of civillan em-
ployees of the Navy Department appointed
for duty beyond the continental limits of
the United States and in Alaska;

H. R. 2312, An act to repeal Public Law
820, 80th Congress (62 Stat. 1098), entitled
“An act to provide a revolving fund for the
purchase of agricultural commodities and
raw materials to be processed in occupied
areas and sold”;

H.R.2313. An act to continue the effec-
tiveness of the act of March 27, 1942, as
extended, relating to the inspection and
audit of plants, books, and records of de-
fense contractors, for the duration of the
national emergency proclaimed December
16, 1950, and 6 months thereafter;

H.R.2319. An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of Defense and the Secretaries of the
Army, the Navy, and the Air Force to repro-
duce and to sell copies of official records of
their respective Departments, and for other
purposes;
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